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1 LI

RHRFHIE T — X Tk, MU RICF U THROEL T —
REWEST 2T, HEMBRATHREL WY VT
NYAZXEDNELBSoTULESI WS ZeDHB. 2D
HREWRFRAPFEELZZEWFERTH S, RUVPELET S
T — R &S B 5EE ORBELIL, B Y XDUNE
KRB Z e THRITEEMERLTLES Z L THD. A

ZE CREFHTIIGE 7 — & 2 MEEHIRNT 3 2 & & ORE R % fifik
LizweEZ, RUF—=ZADT 780 —F [FEIZDWTH
TLIWEEXT-.

AR, BEHEEE T ICHED S REIT — 2 #ise ik A%
TN, BRI RICB W THERERIFONTWS.

2 KITHR

Wang et al.[5] I25 T, 4 D OB E R — A D% Hif
SEVED KA IR & LRl 2 72 T K EMUS 2
(ACS) OF 7H Y Iz S Y I alb—y a ViR %
772 TWa. 4 DDOMTTIED S bEEFEEZH NS 2D
DFfiZEIE, BOTHE gz v b7 — 2 (GAIN: Gener-
ative Adversarial Imputation Network), / ¥ XFREH D
e baiiz £ 22 EA AL (MIDA: Multiple Imputation
using Denoising Autoencoders) T& 5. JHITHIZE Tl
B U T B HEMMH 1IN A =08 T A — ZAHIZHE S o] fetkAs
HWEWS ZEn o, BWFAER—-ZADMZEEDT 7 4V
NEFIRL, MEAEE2 LT W5 Y, BMEE % MW 5 #ise
EOVEREIINA NR—=NF A= R DB RIZKE KFL TV
500tz
3 YXalb—rav

AW TIE, SEATMED 2 DDOHi5EE (GAIN, MIDA) %
D BT, SeATafse T OfE R & n S HhmEm i % F W C ol 7
NAR=RTA—RERED, VIal—vavE{ihEoT
BoNHERELET S, £72, HERNARN—8F A —
ZIZEE U7 GAIN & MIDA @ 2 D Offistik L ek
Wk Thbd 757 aFEy MFy 75k (FADL
Fractional Hot Deck Imputation) % i3 5. Jf7H5%
T, Python 2 fiWTCYIalb—Yarvziiho-oTWwWd
DIZHY, AHFZE TR E % A\ 2 #i5E % Python T,
WRDFTIEZMETY 7P RTYIab—Yary&iyn
W, HiSEE ORI Z Python T2\, Higifat %9 5.
3.1 NANR=RFAX—=%

AW TIE, GAIN, MIDA T\ 3 BB O % B
R e U T, D ol EE 0 a & dhimi: (RSM) 2 W,
BERNA NR—=NFTA—REREE LT, (&1 [2] )

GAIN Tix, Ny FH¥ 1 X (batch-size), 1 T L —¥

a2 V¥ (iteration) IZMEE U T, @MLK Z v h &
(hint_rate), & (1) ® 8 (alpha) &9 5. (LATHFED
T0Z 5 53— D alpha oD ZTDF E M)
MIDA Ti%, Ny FH¥ 1 X (batch_size), 2 1 #H, HFH%EE
tHD LKy 2% (num_steps_phasel, num steps_phase?)
BEE U T, SR E 2% (learning rate), fR4LE
0 (theta) £ §5%. ZDO#REHE 1, 2 TRY.

£ 1 GAIN DA NR—XF XA —2X&

JEATHISE RSM
MCAR MAR MCAR MAR
batch_size 512 512 512 512
iteration 200 200 200 200
hint rate 0.3 0.13 0.1 0.1
alpha 100 100 60 60

# 2 MIDA DNAIN=RFT A =X

JeA TR RSM
MCAR MAR MCAR MAR
num_steps_phasel 100 100 100 100
num_steps_phase2 2 2 2 2
batch_size 512 512 512 512
learning rate 0.001  0.001 0.01 0.01
theta 7 7 10 10

ZIT, nfloa=y bhH0, ThEND p HDOEK
EROTVWAEARY 28525, 2=y bi ODEH j Ofi%
Yiy(i=1,---n,j=1,---p) 32 £, MIIYD
B Z RS M € {0,1} DX AZTHTH 5.

3.1.1 GAIN DEKEHK
ik 28 Generator DR EIRI

L(Y,¥,M,M) = Lg(M, M) + 8Ly (Y, Y, M) (1)

ThHb. TIT, EREBEE Lg(M,M) 1&, #5714 Dis-
criminator 2 H5EE % R > THIME & L TEBI L 728541
BoMbEh, FERERIEE Ly (Y, Y, M) &, F04E A B
EIGEWGEICRNE D, NAN=F A=K B TEHM
Frans.

3.1.2 MIDA DigkE#K

Lu et al.[3] 12\, MIDA % 2 DO TH 55 —FHE M
FRMHTEET 5. BT, BTSN T — X
% MIDA 125 2, Nprime O TR Y 21200 TERT 3.
WEIHEAE T, MIDA B3 —HHTOHININ U T Nyyne 1@



DIRY ZIZOWTEEEITW, HERE2EKT S, ATD
HAEBIL 2 DOMTHEHAINTWS

(1 = M;5)(Yijo — Yi;)2  if Yy is continuous
L (Yijy, Vij, M; 0 A J

( tjor Tig> ) { (1 — M;;)Y;5,logYs;  if Y  is categorical
ZIZT, EBEABII DO WTIEEEE, AT TV EKIZOW

TITRBEME D T~V % AW TRBMEIZ N T 5 %) D ffise %
TV, BERUERYOMTET — X Yo D=y b i DER
JjDfE%E Y, £95%.

3.2 7—%

AT TEHAI N TS 2018 £ ACS O 1 4E[H]
@ Public Use Microdata Sample Z A3 5. 2018 ££D
ACS 5 — Rz i&, HHAHEDZ R (55 RT3 L)
& AR IKHE D ZEEL (%ﬁﬁ?lj‘]@f.}\@ﬁzlﬂA Frfs, MERI72 &)
DEAREEFNT VWS, T—XE2MVRT T 572010
Ibt%%@ﬁﬂﬂﬂﬂ@l—/FTJ8ﬂ®A4%U§
B, 20D 35 9 DKEDHTFTVER, BLOSHD
HGAHBEENTND
3.3 EVIEEREH

SATHIZE I, ACS TIRBEBEES 19T H 5 72sb, /3
1 FVERE AT TV ERORUEERIZERILTWS. #i
ZWE, KADAT T 2007 TVERIE K — 1 HOH#
EMEZFD. MTENS LR AN Z YORERRELT
W50 %GS5 7212, Akande et al.[1] & RIKERIZ, /N1

VEBEHNTT)VERIZBEIT BT ITVDTRTDO K
R—DHABGDLED “LERBELELEZEEL TS, T TY
B BEREBOMER 2 AREZICILIKRT 5720127, Kl
B EFERD MBI EDNT K D H 7 3V AL
TEH5IE (INEEMLEIER) 2IRELTWS. ZLT,
INo DY ALERRERZE, §id O EARER e AR
DHEFEIZIHEDWT, HTFTVEHE LTEML T W3S
3.4 FEFTEDFEELE

SEATIRGE & ERRIZ, REIA B = X 4 (Little and Rubin
[4] Z2IR) Tt -> TRHERT — XXy b S KHME % 1%
U, f5EHEIC & o TRAMEZ fi5Ed 5. XIZ, Rubin’s MI
combination rules % F\ T & #E &l O sl HEEE & X H#E
EEEZHEEL, 3 DOREMEIZESNTINS OHIEMHE T
D ITED] HE Z2 T 5.

3.4.1 Rubin’s MI combination rules

REEMIC B 3 HEMEEEEZ Q L, ¢ 2wV 2Zh
ZNIFHOMTET — Xty MEDL Q O FHEEM L 43
HEEfE L 5. Q DEEMHE (MI) mHEEMIX

| L
CYL:qu(l)
THY, 2SR T B DO HEEE X

1
T = (1+L>5L+’FLL

PR & AR R

(- a)

IZHELL, T2 TRARMD

S

=1
THB. Q DEBEREE (@ — Q)/VTL ~ t, & FWTH
LXh,t, TEHHE
_ 2
ur,
=(L-1) |14+ —%
v=( )< (1+;)bL>
EROt D HMHTHS.

DTFTI, hEIHOY I 2ab—Y a3 T
pfsEfEe Lt g™ 23

BIF5Q DM

3.4.2 the Absolute Standardized Bias

1 DHDEEIX, N1 7 AZEBLEZLDTHS. AT

VEBOMERIZE S B o b ¥ o lsE Wi EEIz MG
5720, Q DEMEEMOMSFEELE/L N1 7 2 (ASB : the
Absolute Standardized Bias) ##E3 5.

[ ~(h) _
ASB = — Z (2)

ASB [ZHB T M5k L HZ ATz & SITEDNE W
FEEMTENI ELTETWD DD

3.4.3 the Relative Mean Squared Error

2 DHDEEE, M REAE (ReLMSE : the
Relative Mean Squared Error) T b, Zhiiffize T
T — 8205 Q 2 HEET BED MSE & Kl T — 238 AR
DY VTNV TTF—=E05 Q 2HET LD MSE £ DLt
Thd.

i@ - Q)2
QW — Q)2

22T, QMW IxQ o7 u b x4 THEENE, $bB A
HOYIalb—YavOy TEADTERT —Xh 5 O il
EETH 5.

Rel.MSE 1% 112
E/Z DB

Rel MSE =

(3)

TN ERAEDPD IR EF LT

3.4.4 Coverage Rate

3 DHDREIL, #E % (Coverage Rate) T, CIY(h =
1,---,H) TREN D 100a% (Bl A IX 95%) fFEXEH,
HEOYIalb—YayOpT, 5ED Q 25LEETH
5. FHEXMEIZ 341 HOSMITHE DI WTHEKING.

Coverage =

1 H
72 Qe (4)
h=1



4 HTHRE vs. RSM

B TNY A X n = 10000, fEEE L =10, ¥ I 2
L—YaviE$ H = 100, 3.1 fiTm L 7Z/NA 8=
TA—=REFAWVWT, VF VAT LICETUBRIILT
DESITo7z. ZDEE, LTI L RSM THW
GAIN, MIDA % {3 1) 5 72812, SefTaised 5 &5 R
% GAINp, MIDAp ¥ LTW5.

4.1 MCAR >+ Y7 (vs. E£THR)

GAINp & [t#3 % &, ASB DOV U ALEHHERD AR W
FERE o7, £72 ASB T, 7 TV EHO FOMERIT
5%, A BERERIE 10% (T F TIZ SENFEA, vk
AR D FDRER T 30%, 2 BT 50% ~3FT 8
FEHD, EFLFATETETVWARVWEE XS, Rel. MSE »»
5 GAIN (Zh L R THZEDN S £ Vo TWVWRWI &M
I N,

MIDAp & s % &, MIDA TRR#ERIIRE TS
» ASB ¥ Rel.MSE 5%+ MIDAp ® AR WAER &
Holz. TDRH, ZRIFLAEZWEEZ S, MIDA I
3 ODIHEEDFER» S A Re R liE Mz EZR <ML TV
B5EDIZEL 5.

# 3 ABS, ReLMSE D435 (vs. 56f7#5%, MCAR)

P R
GAINp MIDAp GAIN MIDA GAINp MIDAp GAIN MIDA
AR ASB(x100)
10% 0.29 .01 032 080 0.66 184 088 173
25% 0.87 3.17 073 227 1.70 48 225 469
AFTY 50% 1.80 5.16 182 520 397 1159 548 1109
=B 5% 336 1154 503 1118 945 2065 1188 2138
90% 1005 1890 1007 2214 1857  27.71 2098  27.79
10% 10.88 5.40 861 636 1207 518 671 502
25% 27.57 859 1448 959 2828 1256 1823  12.62

EALds:  50% 29.90 21.83 28.23 2375 45.20 2521 31.81  26.64

=8 5% 30.89 29.85 29.97  29.93 51.22 42.84 5018 4446
90% 81.64 42.79 54.89  43.58  108.58 68.18 8892  73.96

L Rel. MSE
10% 1.67 1.81 7.92 2.30 2.68 1.79 6.42 1.94
25% 4.15 4.82 12.76 4.49 5.15 3.30 1162 3.49
A7V 50% 16.86 16.30 31.21 15.85 11.20 774 2754 7.88
LB T5% 47.79 40.12 96.35  40.19 24.32 17.16  73.22  19.08
90% 85.19 7207 33554 95.65 47.53 38.65 183.21  42.41
10% 93.04 5.88 93.03 9.46 17.04 1.53  20.81 1.68
25% 125.14 1271 131.82  14.56 33.11 415 41.00 4.42

e bR 50% 215.26 87.41 344.57  96.10 58.77 13.86  82.64 15.54
EH 5% 644.98 190.43  883.94 188.05  144.14 50.43  223.16  54.09
90% 1376.70  466.32 1251.38 459.14  541.76 141.65 591.04 14822
Marginal for Categorical variables Bivariate for Categorical variables
1o e o 10 = -
06 [
04 04
02 02
gainp midap gain mida gainp midap gain mida
Marginal for continuous variables Bivariate for continuous variables
10 - —— ] 10 —_ _—
§ ; |
04 N 04
02 ] o2
! ;
00] === 00
gainp. midap gain mida gainp midap gain mida

| W (vs. SAFHI%, MCAR)

4.2 MAR >+ Y+ (vs. HITHE)

GAINp & Hi#d 5 &, GAIN TIRALEDRRWRER
o7z, MCAR ¥ ) AR T bk AE R D ASB
NEREIIZNE o Tz,

MIDAp & s 5 &, MIDA 133 DD#HEEL HIZHW
fERE o572, MCAR Y7 ) AR T ZE 2R ITX
THRENEERMIZNES SR, BEFPRLS LR L

ol

# 4 ABS, ReLMSE O 445 (vs. S5{7#52, MAR)

J R AR
GAINp MIDAp GAIN MIDA GAINp MIDAp GAIN MIDA
Podiie ASB(x100)
10% 0.07 084 006 014 0.39 130 033 064
25% 0.38 184 030 051 113 338 094 193
A7V 50% 1.29 3.33 1.11 2.06 2.62 7.76 2.23 5.20
BB T5% 2.85 845 233 6.14 637 1500 545 1147
90% 632 13.02 504 1150 1507  23.03 13.69 2235
10% 0.36 283 036 029 4.96 305 563 161
25% 7.77 414 711 196 1041 796 1048 536
C UL 50% 1123 1291 1123 900 1545 1678 1581  10.70
=B 5% 1359 1909 1359 1151 2191  27.83 2192 17.00
90% 3150 2750  20.61 1640 3622 4304 3610 27.18
SILEL Rel. MSE
10% 1.00 170 100 1.00 1.20 163 117 110
25% 145 387 139 141 1.90 266 192 150
ATV 50% 448 1067 403 384 5.05 547 520 275
=B 5% 2393 2239 2479 1208 2071 1167 2326  6.86

90% 179.24 51.79 208.88  29.75 80.57 26.16  97.33  17.79

10% 1.00 3.54 1.00 1.00 2.62 1.36 2.37 1.09

25% 14.84 6.43  15.85 2.50 4.30 2.84 3.92 1.57

v bidse  50% 24.90 40.37 2435 12.81 8.58 7.94 7.88 3.60
ZH 5% 69.15 98.64  64.12  35.05 18.98 26.31  18.05 9.17

90% 241.66  229.77 23351  63.19 50.84 73.11 4781 2419

Marginal for Categorical variables Bivariate for Categorical variables

L] el

gainp. midap. gain mida gainp midap gain mida
Marginal for continuous variables Bivariate for continuous variables
10 ——_ ] 10 —_1= ——
U

08 08
06 06
04 04
02 02
0.0 00

gainp. midap. gain mida gainp midap gain mida

2 WRER (vs. SLATHIZE, MAR)

5 FHDI vs. RSM

ZDOYIalb—YarvETRIIZHZ->T, FHDI iER
HIZ12bnwa=y bE RNF—IZ§5%DIT, 2TITHK
SRMUTF =2ty MEIKRAEDRWEELI=Y D A-T
WBZ DL mED, RllT—Xty MIERT —
ey hEREELUTCHZRERAT -2y b L7 F
P2, ABERUY Y FNY A AT S &, FHDI Tk 12
DFfiseT — Xy b EERT 2 DI 12 R Edd o T
LES7D, YU TNT A XN S WY THEKZERT 5.
Y TNY A4 X n=1000 (EL2IL=v 700, Kl2="»
k 300), #iZEME L =10, ¥ I ab—> a3 VA H = 50,
BIHETRUZNAN=RIA=REHNT, ¥F VAT
CIZEfF USRI TO LS Ik o7z,



5.1 MCAR ¥+ # (vs. FHDI)

MCAR ¥+ VA TiE, 77T VERE €U LHGEEK
T ASB BE/NMIARZ L OWES . HT T VERTI
GAIN, ¥ b2 5Tl FHDI BB WE T L L
2otz WER T FHDI & MIDA Oty 2T
9 #HIfHEIZH 5.

# 5 ABS, Rel. MSE D 7345 (vs. FHDI, MCAR)

JE e AR
FHDI GAIN MIDA FHDI GAIN MIDA
A ASB(x100)
10% 0.26  0.13 0.34 055 029 0.53
25% 0.79  0.30 0.79 139  0.76 1.29
AFIY 50% 1.58  0.73 1.47 343 1.74 2.95
ZH 5% 3.93 159 3.62 685  3.63 5.80
90% 6.64 244 581 12.08  6.61 9.14
10% 0.60  0.90 0.89  0.69 1.27 1.47
25% 139 1.56 230 1.86  3.36 3.53
oAb 50% 220  3.89 567  3.55  6.87 7.40
B 5% 297 7.37 839 573 1200 13.24
90% 441 970 11.83 874 2561 19.95
PaXive-/s Rel. MSE
10% 1.01 1.05 .01 0.95 1.01 0.97
25% 1.09 111 1.08  1.04 1.09 1.04
753V 50% .22 1.20 1.23 117 1.20 1.14
ZH 5% 1.41 1.32 1.41 1.33 1.33 1.28
90% 1.74 144 1.73 156 147 1.48
10% 091 097 .00 0.89  0.94 0.88
25% 1.08  1.22 1.16 097 107 0.97
oAbl 50% 1.16  1.63 1.84  1.08  1.28 1.17
AW 5% 133 3.42 341 120 194 1.76
90% 172 10.53 6.82 134 348 2.97
Marginal for Categorical variables Bivariate for Categorical variables
Lo I I 10 i -4 b
e ! os !
0.4 ’
04 y
02 ' ° .
o gain aa i g iaa
Marginal for continuous variables Bivariate for continuous variables
R p— e [ —
0.8 T 0.8
0s 0s
v
04 N 04 i
. H
0.2 A 0.2 N
4
00 . 00 | '
fhdi gain mida fhdi gain mida

% 3 #ER (vs. FHDI, MCAR)

5.2 MAR ¥7 Y+ (vs. FHDI)

MAR ¥ F VU AT, ASBIZx L THT IV EHTIE
GAIN, v A bEfAKTIE FHDI R WET IV &5 7z,
MCAR ¥+ ) A L3830, RMD R NEBDH 255
& ReLMSE (Zxf L TAH 7 3V AR Tld MIDA, v > ki
BABTIE FHDI ARWET IV & R o7z,

6 HbHUYIZ

AWFZE 2@ U T, HEEE % OS5 R R R P 5
2=y FOBIZTHEINOTWI AN roTz. £72,1
DHOY I alb—Ya VORER2S ) InEMmEEZ AWz
BRBEBRNT A — R ETHAR TR 72,

# 6 ABS, Rel. MSE @737 (vs. FHDI, MAR)

JE e SRR
FHDI GAIN MIDA FHDI GAIN MIDA
B ASB(x100)
0% 021 021 016 038 037  0.39
25% 043 038 045 098 092  1.02
HFETY 50% 106 099 114 249 222 246
EH 5% 266 249 268 615 508 535
90% 626 466 530 1204 9.8  9.72
10% 023 053 036 046 078  0.89
25% 066 113 105 120 1.8  2.24
vk 50% 120 198 279 253 391 453
EH 5% 190 3.08 481 441 737 789
90% 286 596  7.64 648 1612 1250
S Rel. MSE
10% 100 100 100 095 099 097
25% 102 101 100 101 103 101
HFETY 50% 116 117 115 112 114 1.09
EH 5% 142 144 1290 130 132 121
90% 183 178 146 167 155 137
10% 099 100 100 091 092 092
25% 100 105 104 097 100  0.99
vk 50% 105 122 131 103 L1l 1.08
EH 5% 113 180 191 111 137 130
90% 123 370 266 119 229  1.88
Marginal for Categorical variables Bivariate for Categorical variables
10 J— N —— 10 — — ——
O¢E? == ——
06 ' 06
) 4
04 ! ! 0.4
0.2 : : 0.2
00 . . : 00 !
fhdi gain mida fhdi gain mida
Marginal for continuous variables Bivariate for continuous variables
10 o o Lo o H s e
; oﬁﬁg —
0.6 0.6 T
) 0.4 '
.
) e L
0.2 ’
fhdi gain mida fhdi gain mida

4 &= (vs. FHDI, MAR)

S Xk
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