BRBREAIZE (C 1) B RS — & i HRAR -
SET DG & R ERC DT

¥R AR
1B - > RFT LATHENE RETEIEAFFR
2017F1H31H
EINARRE Y — st te=0—
e-mail: noma®@ism.ac.jp
URL: http://normanh.skr.jp/
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Missing Data

> —REEVIRRETFEOERIE TR SNDFETFEE. REIEU
TINRT [RAFOEDERL, BERT—INERIENT
WD CEZRHRELTLD

> UNULIAYS, (FEAEIRTORE - EERATTICHULT,
RSB HDFT—FDRANTELD S
» RAEABIDEIGEE(CHIT D, EiiAEE (Drop-out)
> BREFKARCHITRIEDZ, EILA
» EHRIBERDAIERF =B X DT —5

&

2




JEEEM A DFREREFIAZT

» Clark et al. (2001) (&. ZR[E Edinburgh® Western General
Hospital ME2ET —INR—XZHEE(C. 1189 ADIRENAE
BDT—5 (FZHIEE : 1984-19994F) M5, FERREFDEED
KUOFRTFRHESTI)ILOBRE(CEHT DT ZITOTLD
> MADERKRAFRT(E. BEDFRE (EIROB(C>41FRAR

12E) LHEETDIRFZERET D L(E. AERDFENE
BOBIRICEERBIREIRDITH. OEDDKET/RIHAR
TN ERFEDTUND

3

T —INR—=AD2RFAAR

> T—INR—RZVRFIBUIE [#&ABmE (retrospective) | (C
ITHONDAFTTIE...

> HEMNUSH. EDQLDIBATZITUV. FETEEFICED K DR
ZHDBEHRMNE(CIRDH. BECESHSNIEEETT—4
NEHSNIEDIFTI>IRVD T, EEREIRICUELIEKRE
REETRANEEND
> T—HIDBEDKE(E. TEFTALNLICEBER ! !

» Clark et al. (2001) DFEEAFHATTE. L<DEEICZED
KANSENDCENRIREEIRD TS

4




RAI—SDAHER (n=1189)

Variable Name Type Levels % missing
Albumin (outcome variable) alb Continnons (rounded) 30 33.0
Grade of tumour grade Ordinal 3 11.6
Residual disease resdis  Ordinal 3 6.8
Performance status ps Ordinal 4 42.7
Presence /absence of ascites  ascites DBinary 2 5.4
Age (exact vears) age Continuous 0.0
FIGO stage figo Nominal 4 1.8
Histology histol  Nominal 7 0.0
Chemotherapy regimen ctype Nominal 3 0.0
Surgery (ves/no) surg Binary 2 0.0
CA125 (a cancer antigen) cal2s Continuous 36.7
Alkaline phosphatase alp Continuonus 33.1
All variables 70.1

Table 2: Variables and their missingness in the ovarian cancer dataset.

5

Royston and White (2011)

FrFEFEfATOERESIL

» CoxDLLfl)\H— REIEEFIL (Cox, 1972)
A(t) = Ao (t)exp(Brx1 + Baxy + -+ Bpxp)

» J\H— R (hazard; BRfEIDA > MREK) (CDULT. BERZE
# GECFECORME) HZEMOREBEFRZARE LIZDFE
)L

» BERICEET DO RR b A0(t) (CHRHEDEBEZIRE LIk<
THE Bryees Bp[COVNTDHERIZITS T ENTED, £Z/(5A
NUwOETIL FIEUDNGDZEICHE. HEEDIEE

> BiyensBp (FEMURD () \U— RIb) CFRT DT EMNT
) 6




Complete-Case Analysis

> FREHERMTICAHWBETIL (e.g., CoxEIIFEFTIL) (CHWT,
DI EBIDDEHN AU TWVWBERER, BT, 7T
FREFHNSFRINT B

b EKENTEWRE(E. IRNTOEHNUEETNTLNBDT.,
RN, BET—HIDT—HFTY M TELENS

> BEDOTET —FICHIIHENFLE (BRIN_FE, RIER
E) BEHIBCENTES

» E5K. ZLOEERN T, BEODE(C, BRHSNTEE
Vb

Complete-Case Analysis

r REBEMRITO-FEUT, EREHETRERDIHE
E2DD5. PR EBIDDEHENRALTVWDEBEZFINU
oMl ZITSCEZEER LD

238N (19.8%) MEE(F. 4 DU LDZEEN AL TLVE
WIS EB1DDEBD AU TWBEECED>TIE. 831A
(69.9%) (CETAU, Complete-Case Analysis Z1TDFRDY
ST X(E. 1189 AN S358 A (30.1%) (CETRA LT
LES! !

\ 2 4




RANCKDHEED @ /A7 X

> RANMEIDERERL [TRICSHAIC] £EZ>TIND
DTHNUE (MCAR) . RBIZER L THFIZITOTHE. &2H
ISHERE - REZITOTENTED

> UDUIEMS, —IREFMAFR TRAZRE I HREE
[ RAZFEZITIRASHOER] 1'HD

> PIR(E. BRPRERER C.  [EREREERZR(TTULEN IEIRNE
fbLrzizeb] TBEFEFRMNMEC O] EWSERATHE
ZERIITT—R(E T2 LIRRAITIER0)

> RIC, BRIGEENROSNIZELTE. ENARA Y —
SDEWNCKDEDTHDES..? ? 9

=45l : LurasidoneEE24B51 5%

Placebo Lurasidone 40 mg Lurasidene 120 mg

Average BPRS changs Trom baseline
A5 -10 -5 L] §
L L " L L
Average BPRS change from basaline
A8 =10 £ ]
L 1 " 1

Average BFRS change from basaline

3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0N 3 4 5 6 7T 8 93 10N 3 4 5 67 8 98 Wwn
Wisit Numbar WVisit Numbes WVisit Number

[ 1 BPRS total score response profiles by treatment group HARETERS (2014)
(FFHE I L HAFHT. Statistical Review (s), Figure2 J ¥ i475)

fEaEiRC UlzsmE&Exs,. WERSS ECTIL—TDIFL. JIL—TTED 10
BPRSOEHC EDEEEZ, Bl TTOY hUEHED




RACKDHEREQ : #HEFE - REDDIET

> RAINMES D& MHETHILGHTE - REZITDS L TOBHRED
BRA/ELD

> BoMKEZRIBER - HHEMNTTUTOEHARTE. =EHN
IREHBICHENTIE, RBAILET —YDBIREDIERDI T,

WERE - REAOMETFTLTUED
> BIROHBIEND D THE. RANZLR>TULEDSE, BRE

ENRERLKIEOTUESERENRS

11

RACKDEES : HiatEamDBES ? ?

> HREZERESIL
Y = Bo + B1x1 + Baxz
> BN _FREDHRIREZRLR
LS(B) = ) {¥i = (Bo + Buxon + Boxiz)V?
i=1
> FERZE, SMAZHOEDDSE. 1D TEXRANNE. €6
TEBBEOR/N_TE - RUECHITDIHFLRERR (LE
B AEBTEAL.? ? "




FDADRAF—FHA BRSA >

> KEIORHIZFE (FDA) HER@EIFE(CH T DERR
Bco [RAT—YDmMDFW] (CETDHA RS
AT D ECIRD T

» K[E National Research Council (NRC) H%, ZE%HATT The Prevention and Treatment of
EHOTF R/ (- NCLZABEZESEEHL (B AL LTS

SR : Roderick LittleZi®) . HA RS AERKRDI=
SHDEMGFARRSHITHONI

> BEMTFEELTTERLS, KBIE FZRIR)\A 77D
FR&ERBIED. HENUHER/IRICINZ B1zsD
BHLESR S (CER DR S 1z b DB IERI/2Rationale
BE |

http://www.nap.edu/catalog.php?record_id=12955 13

NRC Report: Recommendations

> 6. sREED R Y—(F, KAIF—IHEL DT EICKBDBIENRRIEZFECTIEL
THMEND S, FIC. TORIDLICE. EORREDORAT—INFEET ZIHDE
BHEDY, KT —5YDEERE/INRICBHDIHDRERETE. EMERETOE=S
D> DFIBICDWTERE UEEBRITIRNETH D,

> 8. INTOREROTONIILIE. RAFT—FEHIMET D EDEEM(CDLNTDIE
ROBEE, ERRSNBINETTHD. . BEORBRORBDEREEEICLT, £
BT N LDIERDURE (CH T DRIEBOERS BIEZRIECEDINETTH D,

> 9EBRDAR T —(F. KA —FDEDIRWNCET DRSO ECDNT, 7
O RIJLICEBIEICTEDDRETH D, Flo. TNICEET IIERNMREICDLTH.
FETRIZTTERL, EBRFIMDIBEITBCENTETBRLSICHIANETNBIRETH D,

National Research Council (2010) 14




EFEZv—F)LICHITDENE]

30 » | » ZEARAE (multiple imputation;
MI) (PR 7Z#iat Tlddp D H'
NRC(C & BRecommendationsH'/
RSNTLURF, —REFE>vy—F
JLOOFTE. Complete-Case
Analysis®D K S72Rough/RXF57EN S,
—EDERIREDE ETDESH

- RAERANE. AFAH—RERR
! 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 5755%73\‘:/7 l\ ijj@%

Year

Number of articles

Figure 2 Number of articles in the Lancet and New England
Journal of Medicine that used MI: overall and by study type.

Rezven et al. (2015) 15

NRC Report(Z KDRecommendationsH s

> —RERY(C, KBISS—SDFEHERTIE. SERS G - 518
EZRAWZEDRE L. TEHETY I MO 1 7 (CEEENTR
EZa1-I)LEUTERSNTULIRWEDNE N DT

> EEM(CIE. FMEEDES CH. NEYIREEMT (Complete-
Case Analysis/2 &) DMTHONTWTE., BRSNTE

> ULMULIEHYS. NRC Report(C KBDRecommendations(d, =&
SFEREMIAZIA 70 (CHBNT. CNSDORIEZBEET D
AREREEETRD, COBFEFET, XS TQMEHKTHIE
sml(C BT DFMMNMTONDRDICIRD., VI D17 DR

REBEDHENDLDICIRDTE 16




KAl7—A Dffist 4T : Rationale

» £9. BRARRERCHNT., IRTORAT—SHZHFE (TR
DHEFFIELRN

> BL2DRERODTH 1>, BIEEDORFEHRECIEUT, BER
IRFE - EFILIZIESDS

> B USROS EBILE(CKRT. WHVRBIRIRICHL)
CTERBERAEFFELRR

» Case-by-caseT. BT EZIME(EIRIT D2END
3 (FNTNOFECKH U CEERIFHADE! 1)

Little et al. (2012) 17

KRBT —H (I D3IDDEFUA
» MCAR (Missing Completely At Random)

» MAR (Missing At Random)
» NMAR (Not Missing At Random)

Little et al. (2012) 18




MCAR

> INTORAF. TEICSAHALICEITD (WHRDEHRE
HE o= <EER)
» Complete-Case Analysis CEZHIQfERNESND
> M RERNS. 524 AIC—EDEEDRE &R
Id2EEEAL BRIMEDT—FE. BERNSDRDD
RWSALBUTIVERRICENTED)
> 22U BEHDDERTERSD

19

Complete Case Analysis

» NRC ReportT(&. [MCAR(ZE. & THDFIRMRE TH B
U BENTNS ! !

> BREREHER C. BB AENECDHEE. [ADEATR
<SUAHAIE] EWDEBEDKVMRE(FEFT & DIF/R0N

» BiEZERCIEREE. —AIC. B ZERZITRASHDIE
ANHd (ERDEL, BWERRE)

» NRCL7R— RT(E [Complete-Case Analysis(dHEERE LirL] &
BAE2SNTWLD

Little et al. (2012) 20




Clark and Altman (2003) DEERIAZLTH

PERFORMAMNCE STATUS ASCITES
g E %- f ‘V\{H e . EE%E’“
? - \\% —— HFTUT EDKaplan-MeieriiiE &
B . i . S [KBlZfe C UIexiskE | dDKaplan-
- : o eommreone I MeierBHfRDELER

ALKALINE PHOSPHATASE PfE(Z. Observed vs. Missing UDEET?-
DML —EI N ESHhDOY
SOURECLDED

Proparian surviving

BEENHTWVWDIZEE(E. MCARTIE
e R

00 o o 08 0B 1

Clark and Altman (2003) 21

MAR

> RAIDADZXAlE BTN TNIEHRTINTERICE
BHg B ENTED

» BRSNS —FICELDT. GES>AHALR) RAXHZX
LEZERUIHETRETZITD Z EhValREE

» NRC ReportT(&. MARDE ETEHHMENMMRIEEND., UATD
F535% Recommend L CUL\D
> EHITSHERTERICKDIE (IPWE)
» EFILICEDLKHE (BERANE, BELEZE, "X1X

=)
22

11



NMAR

> RBIDABDZX A, BHSNTUVWBIETIITZR(CEHAT
BDCENTET, HASNTUORVWERICEBEE NS

> REFNTE I D UHRN!!
» I\I—BEETIL
» BIREFIL

» NNARDE ETOFEMT(E, POOSERFENREERD, FI2
ZHEMINRETY I MO T P TOREFEGED SN TLVRL

p EEv—FILOBYEEICBNT, TNSORRERIFTODE
EHEDDE, FEHDTEDETHDIEENMND

> CEOAEDODIEE. BHS (2016), BARETERR (2016) REEZTSRIIZE) 23

Z B AL (Multiple Imputation)

> IIRDEFEZ v —FILICHITD. BBERIAT - EFEATTOMET
FEMTICHNT, REERLUTWVWDAEE

> Tt MPOKANEICHT U T, BHRMRABEZIBDHAD
CEICKD T, BUNREET —F&/ER L. CNICKD T,
I TD Available Data Z U\ zCoxEIFR EDEEFTZITD
ENTEBLSICTS

Rubin (1987) 24




TANEDAR A (Imputation) & (& ?

X, X, X, X, X

0 0125 1129 0.049  1.084

1 0.694  0.602  1.018 NA

0 0761 1.229 0922 -0.343 FERED, KAfEE
N = 1\ w

0 0.809  -1.464  1.089  0.870 Ie ‘i:/‘J bji DAETHEDD

1 0327  -1.527  -1.459 NA

1 0243  -1.488  -1.449  -1.132 ‘mm\

25

BE— A% (Single Imputation)

> RAEZHT I D ET. BT LR TRAIDRWTESRT —
S| WNTEBDOT, BEDCoxBIFDHEITDOCENTEDS
> BUAISNTODEEICDWTODIBERZ JILITTERIT 2 &

MNTE, HEFRE - R JBRecovery TED

» BERCIE. [RAILTUE>ES—4] ZIEEICTFAIL T,
ZNISEVMEZRATDCERNTENL, A TR ZRLKT
(IEULKAZT D) CENTEEDSTHD
b ERIC. —TEDEHFTTINATRAERLTCEETES

> U URRYS, BEB—DfFBICE D <HEtEEFT DI EN.

HEZ SN TULDER TR0 26
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H—ANEDHR

> KABDT—Ftzy MMI. BEDCoxEFEZITD TRHSMNSDP
B EHEXRE [TATOT—FHERR=NZEWVWDSEIHRD
BD| £18D

> RBRICE. REIUABERIMTHD., ZNEENEROND

BZzFRL T, BSWI TV

RAMEZ100%EL < FRITEDDTHNIE, ZHIFERIC

> UMU. [REN(C, RIMDEZ100%EL S FRIITDZEET
SRz RANED TR (F T REEMENEC D

> ERFRAVIAPIE, 9SHEREXRIN'. TORERMEZERLTLD
CEILIRDIEs. METREREZ B/ N\HE T D2 & (C

v

27

Z B AL (Multiple Imputation)

0.125 1129  0.049 1.084 D_O.Sgg

0.694 0.602 1.018 NA _
(1338]) o<,

B DOWHETIEZ
Cemo] iz

-0.761 1.229 0.922 -0.343

-0.809 -1.464 1.089 0.870

0.327  -1.527  -1.459 NA [0-9j1|
0.243  -1.488  -1.449  -1.132 o84

- - O O = | O

28




IAE. EBEOMTE? ?

> HTTMEOFRDAHEREME(L. EREVGPE, EFHEXE (=0)%
IS A= DHMEEDDE) (CRREND

> HTMEDOFRIDAERMECLD. RIEREINFE/ (S A—-5FD
DEDIBT (L. EBEOWTAES EOFFERDIESDE(C
KO TCFHEI DT ENTED

> ZERNEG. CODBOFHEICETD) A 7 R @) (CH
F932ECKDT. ZERPELERRBEZSX DAL
&)

> — 7. B—RANENSESNSPE, EEXEFERD (Type-1

Error RateZHlIfHl C=/20)\. BBREZ A/ I D) 29

ZERANEDTILTIVXLD

> RBUE(C U THEEROMTE (M) ZERK
> HTMEDEMITEFNSZND (BIFLE)

> ATMEZIBHIAD C E(CKDTTED. MHDEHURI25T
T UTHERZITV. HEEEEZODEZERDD
> B V(Br) h=12,...M

30
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ZERANEDT7ILTI XL
> M BEDEERREHS (RubindDFEEAT)
~ 1 M .
P :ﬁéﬂh
zrzl(ﬁh _BMI)(Bh _:éw)-r

M-1

TET—ID RENEDFRAIDATHERMECLOTELD
HEEONE  AMNRESDEZERIIA

V(h) = -3 V(B)+ L+ M)
M “

Rubin (1987) 31

H—RANELEZENRNE

> ZERANLETERKT DETEDT —F EE?

» RAIUTeT —HDOERICHDIEXRDH (BEOEIE) HhS
ERENdT—5 (LWHBEED)

> 1ELTOD MNEWHERME] (EFRITERVLA, gllaniz>—
IS, RAIULEST—IM [EOXDSRBDMICE > THESN
BITDEDTHDIEh] ZHEITDCEFITED

> TS DEZ, =2l —>3>U7T. 27D [5
mDIEER] ZHETESE U THMAHAD (EWDAXA=2)

32




RERIVAETAEDEMTTE

» EGEE  FERRESTIL, FRESTY T

> BFTURIILEE (UKE) OZXFT+ v oNIRETIL

» BFZFIERWATIYURILEER IKEM F)  ZIEOTX
T+ v oM0RETIL

» BFZEFDOHTTUHILEE (KEN )  ZLIEODX
S wOMNRETIL, AV XEFTIL

> TOM  ILOTEEHES T HILOE, NAR GEN)
J—hXSYITE RE

White et al. (2011) 33

SRAZENEETILIC KDRAELERRK

> RAILZERZREREREUT, BN TVWST—4T.
ZONMZEHRBIDEIFETILZEED

X1 =V1F VX Hy3xz + -+ VX

> RNIHECK DO THENZERNIC, HESNIERED
e LRESE T, Xy ARAILEERED X; OFANEZELEL
(CRODTHREED

> COFENEZ., KAEEUTHWSEWDTTEA

34
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FRIEE Y F> 0

> EFETILICKBDSEETHESINZOIRR EEREDEUCEER
EMES GREODNERDmHSIHNDC EE)
» Plausible CIRUVMENEMETND C EEHASD

» KDPlausible/ME(ISED TR ESHIC. HEESNZEIFEHNS
Fhlland [FRFEE] (SEVETEHEN S SN TUL\ B3]
K& BIXE. EWIECSAN) OF—FM5, #xEZS>S
ATEUED (RNyFoIJEED) EWDHE
» Hot-deck Imputation& UL\IDN DT AE

p =1L —>3 32 EICKDIREENIRFHET(E. EXHIICE

IR DA T B T ENHIBNTING N

O X7« wOEIRBETILICKDHRAELER

p FFEONRETILERIUL,. RAUEEHZRREHEUT,
BFHRETNTWDT—4ST. ZTODMESAITIORET)L=
3=

loglt Pr(Xl = 1) = yl +y2x2 +y3x3 + .- _|_yqxq

> RAUEICKD CTHEESNITHEEE 7 & TD#EHaAHEDEITIID
WEMEV (T LT, MYN®@, V) DSELE yO, ..,y MEFE
2. INZzplug-inLTz EEBDO A7+ v o0IGRDFHIT
s, ZAILEE X, OFEE ((RAE) Z4E/MKT D

» ZIEO X w2oM0lE, A Y XEFTILBREER 3




BN AMEDERTTEDE R

CETHRARTEZ, BEFEFTILICKDIERETE. RE
<‘:L/‘C\ RAZERCITEEHMDDH THDZEZEBELTLY
D (SAS, RIREICERENTLWBDRY I NI’ TH)

» U U, —IRIQEE - EERAFR T, RAlZER TN
1DDHENDHEEDIVRAE. (FEAEHDDIFRLN

» Clark et al. (2001) DIFENAIATRTH., BECEICTEE
Td%ﬂa#AD@_C%EHy@ y&(uk/EUD\tc_D_CL\T

> D5 ’)ZI:I\ rT\/,E\IJ ’;5510)%/5\“0)7' &bd)@)'ﬂi‘:ET”/J O)EFEHH'E
BHARBTDECRD,. RAEDFRDIZSHDETILTEH.

FERACHEENDZE[CHEO>TULEDS ? ? 37

BEDZECRAN D BEETE (Example)

X, X, X, X, Xs
0 NA 1.129 0.049 1.084
1 0.694 NA 1.018  -1.240

NA -0.761 1.229 0.922 -0.343
0 -0.809  -1.464  1.089 NA

NA NA 1.527  -1.459 1.084
1 -0.243  -1.488 NA -1.132

19



EEHGEINCKDZERAE (MICE)

» Multiple Imputation by Chained Equation (MICE)

> BEOZICTIIN > T ZERANECKDHENZITDITD
DIEE U TRFESNITIE

> BEAMICE, CCEFTHIBLULZERANEZDOZIIL TV L%
HAENEDZEICKDTEITIDIENTED

> BAZ &L, BRDEHENDE TEROZELRIC AN >
TWCHEBERTDICENTED

> RAZERI U CVDIERDENREDTULT, ERDIRAE
DEMBENVEEESNDIZE(CHE. BRAITDICENTED

White et al. (2011), Royston and White (2011) 39

MICE(CHEE LT3R DIRTE

» Fully Conditionally Specified (FCS) ODIRTE
> X1, X, o, Xp EWDERODMRIE. TNTDEED
D (p — 1) BDEEIC LD T, BELDDHETERIC
AT DR CEMNTETDEVWSIRE
> X, DB Xy, X3, ., X, CRE(CHATED
> X,DDTIE X1, X3, ..., X, CRECHATED
> ...

40




MICED77)L T U X LD

> FCSOIREDEET. X1, Xy, ..., X, DENTNDZEECDUNNT
DTEZIEZRE D (C GEIHEHYI(C) FkL T
> Bl X, (CDWTDORAEZERKRT DiHE

> X5, X3, ... X, OXRAUEIC(E, 1BFREIOHTEZ AN TEE,
ZORLNIRTET —F (CH U T. X, OFHESTILZIEE
EEC

> X, ([CDWCOmMEMEZIEERL (BIFEFTILICKDGE,
TR F IR ET) . TN%ZCurrentDfiE& UTE
195

41

Original Dataset (Incomplete Data)

X, X, X, X, Xs
0 NA 1.129 0.049 1.084
1 0.694 NA 1.018  -1.240
NA -0.761 1.229 0.922 -0.343
0 -0.809  -1.464  1.089 NA
NA NA 1.527  -1.459 1.084
1 -0.243  -1.488 NA -1.132

42
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Initial Setting (Na'l've Imputation)

0.694 1.129 0.049 1.084

1 0.694 -1.527 1.018 -1.240
1 -0.761 1.229 0.922 -0.343
0 -0.809 -1.464 1.089 -1.240
0 -0.809 -1.527 -1.459 1.084

1 -0.243 -1.488 0.049 -1.132

43

Cycle for X;
_

0.694 1.129 0.049 1.084
1 0.694 -1.527 1.018 -1.240
NA -0.761 1.229 0.922 -0.343
0 -0.809 -1.464 1.089 -1.240
NA -0.809 -1.527 -1.459 1.084
1 -0.243 -1.488 0.049 -1.132
X, DFAETILD

5 y




Cycle for X,

X, X, Xq X, Xs

0 NA 1.129 0.049 1.084
1 0.694  -1.527  1.018  -1.240
1 -0.761 1.229 0.922 -0.343
0 -0.809  -1.464  1.089 -1.240
0 NA 1.527  -1.459 1.084
1 -0.243  -1.488  0.049  -1.132

45
( ; 3 X, DFRETILDIEE

Cycle for X5
_

0.521 1.129 0.049 1.084
1 0.694 NA 1.018 -1.240
1 -0.761 1.229 0.922 -0.343
0 -0.809 -1.464 1.089 -1.240
0 0.023 -1.527 -1.459 1.084
1 -0.243 -1.488 0.049 -1.132

' A e 46




MICED 7))L TV X LR

> LI EDEHNRTIVT VXL X1, Xy, ., Xp [CNEFERD (THED
WUTWHWE, MBORAED B ZERK
» Multiple Imputation by Chained Equation (MICE)

> EERN (CRIFIAMREZIF DAETH DI EEHSNTETSH
D, BENRXY I NI IV ICERERSNTESTND
» SAS PROC MI: fcs statement
» R, S-PLUS library: mice
» Stata module: ICE

47

{#2 : #)HHME &Burn-in periodDi%iE

» MICE (&. RoughX#JHAfE (VB> TUITRETTISAIC
RHDZ EN—ER) hBXAY—~UT. EEED77IILTUX
LZAEBMAEGEDIRT CECKD T, FLIC EHME
MNMENERMR T BDEEDMANSOY>TUT] (TUIERL TLY
<EWDSZEZBEEURAE
> YIIVITEEESHILOEZESTILELTWLS

> (FUHDIFEDDE+EIREEDKAMEL. "burn-in period” &L
THETlZLET., UBEOMBZZERANECHAWDRAEETS
CEN—MEITH D

48
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Case Study: JREEH A DERKRIATFT

» R, S-PLUS package: mice
> BEEBE(E 1990F(C S-PLUS DEZ 1 —ILEUTHFE
=i
» IIRDZLERANEDY DI hDT 7))\ —DHT. &6
RV, EETEAHAVSNTERZ (Z<OHRKREICKD.
INUF—23>BEINTER)
> SAS, Stata CEENKDFTZEITI D EETED
» BHIF—4, TOTS ALK LFOURLMSAFTEDS
» http://normanh.skr.jp/materials.html

49

R example: Complete-Case Analysis

phl <- coxph(Surv(t, d) ~ age + figo + grade + histol + ascites + ps + resdis + log_cal25 + log_alp, data=tgce)
summary(phl)

Call:
coxph(formula = Surv(t, d) ~ age + figo + grade + histol + ascites +

ps + resdis + log_cal25 + log_alp, data = tgce) (&C/\,C@'/\‘_C@%ﬁé‘l'yj |\(32\ ;_77")[/ |\_C

n= 362, number of events= 248 Hil= . = =
(827 observations deleted due to missingness) KBl7—45 BRI L. Complete-Case AnalysisZ{TD

coef exp(coef) se(coef) z PrCclz])

age 0.017297 1.017447 0.006798 2.545 0.010943 *

figoll 0.869917 2.386712 0.377383 2.305 0.021159 *

Ffigolll 1.388945 4.010617 0.325320 4.269 1.96e-05 ***

figolv 1.762204 5.825262 0.372662 4.729 2.26e-06 ***

grademoderately differentiated 0.248357 1.281918 0.344870 0.720 0.471434

gradepoorly differentiated 0.118153 1.125416 0.325479 0.363 0.716596

histolAdenocarcinoma 0.428714 1.535282 0.724775 0.592 0.554176

histolEndometrioid -0.039115 0.961640 0.315038 -0.124 0.901188

histolMesonephroid (clear cell) 0.535352 1.708049 0.274731 1.949 0.051338 .

histolMixed mesodermal 1.383109 3.987278 0.410101 3.373 0.000745 ***

histolMucinous -0.265081 0.767144 0.173456 -1.528 0.126455

histolUndifferentiated 0.356664 1.428555 0.443565 0.804 0.421349

ascitespresent 0.298751 1.348174 0.164309 1.818 0.069029 .

psl 0.150572 1.162499 0.152834 0.985 0.324525

ps2 -0.032588 0.967938 0.225161 -0.145 0.884924

ps3to4 0.832012 2.297938 0.443744 1.875 0.060795 .

resdis2-5 cm -0.028585 0.971820 0.190122 -0.150 0.880488

resdis<2 cm -0.567408 0.566993 0.189456 -2.995 0.002745 **

log_cal25 0.062361 1.064347 0.049242 1.266 0.205366

log_alp 0.477335 1.611773 0.175360 2.722 0.006488 ** 50

Signif. codes: 0 “***> 0.001 “**” 0.01 “** 0.05 “.” 0.1 “ ~ 1
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R Example: MICE

library(mice) # mice EWDN\WH—2%5EHAD (install.package(“mice”) TA A K—)LTEB)

predmtl <- (1 - diag(l, ncol(tgce)))
predmtlf[c(1,11,12),] <- predmtl[,c(1,11,12)] <- O
# RABEOERETILICENWT, TNTNOEHDOFRETILOHRPEROEE ((THIHZ)

imp.tgce <- mice(tgce, m=200, predictorMatrix=predmtl, seed=34871)
# THSTBEOERAECDVTIE RE (SSTEFTIAI DS EZTDFEFEMA ; method TEEIDZENTED)
#m (F. RABOHEDE (TIAILKTIEETHDN,. T TIF200&£LTLND)
# predictorMatrixT. FRIEFILICEDDIEHOEZIBELTLD
# seed(d. EEHD>—K

complete(imp.-tgce, 5) # 5&HBE®Dimputed datasetZzHi/)

ph2 <- with(imp.tgce, coxph(Surv(t, d) ~ age + figo + grade + histol + ascites + ps + resdis +
log_cal25 + log_alp))
# fTROT -ty b (ME) DR ; Cox@lm

pool2 <- pool(ph2)

round(summary(pool2),3)
# MIBDRATIERDHES SFERDFRR 51

Imputed DatasetdDAER

Multiply imputed data set

Call:

mice(data = tgce, m = 200, predictorMatrix = predmtl, seed = 34871)
Number of multiple imputations: 200

Missing cells per column:

patno age figo grade histol ascites ps resdis log_cal25 log_alp d t
0 0 21 139 0 65 511 81 440 396 0 0
Imputation methods:
patno age figo grade histol ascites ps resdis log_cal25 log_alp d Tt
W amw polyreg” "polyreg” " “logreg” “polyreg” "polyreg” pmm “pmm o
VisitSequence:
figo grade ascites ps resdis log_cal25 log_alp
3 4 6 7 9 10
PredictorMatrix:
patno age figo grade histol ascites ps resdis log_cal25 log_alp d t
patno o o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 000
age 0o o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 000
figo 9] 1 0 1 1 11 1 1 100
grade o 1 1 0 1 11 1 1 100
histol 0o o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 000
ascites 0o 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 100
ps 0 1 1 1 1 10 1 1 100
resdis 0 1 1 1 1 11 0 1 100
log_cal25 0 1 1 1 1 11 1 0 100
log_alp 0 1 1 1 1 11 1 1 000
d o o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 000
t o o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 000
Random generator seed value: 34871 52




KANEDEKTTEDATZ 3> (R:

mice)

Method
pmm
norm
norm.nob
mean
2L.norm
logreg
polyreg
polr
lda
sample

Description

Scale type
numeric

Predictive mean matching

Bayesian linear regression

Linear regression, non-Bayesian

Unconditional mean imputation

Two-level linear model

Logistic regression

Multinomial logit model

Ordered logit model

Linear diseriminant analysis
Random sample from the observed data

numeric
numeric
numeric
numeric

factor, 2 levels
factor, >2 levels

ordered, >2 levels

factor
any

Default
Y

-

Table 1: Built-in univariate imputation technigues. The technigues are coded as functions

named mice.impute.pmm(), and so on.

van Buuren and Groothuis-Oudshoorn (2011)
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Original Dataset

patno
1 1
2 2
3 3
4 4
5 5
6 6
7 7
8 8
9 9
10 10
11 11
12 12
13 13
14 14
15 15
16 16
17 17
18 18
19 19
20 20
21 21
22 22
23 23
24 24
25 25

age Figo
45.67830 1
70.10815 111
82.65572 111
46.98426 111
65.72485 v
38.33265 1
51.10746 111
63.72074 111
44.06845 1
42.57358 111
60.49007 1
56.50103 1
67.51814 1
57.42368 1
45.28405 (1]
71.59753 <NA>
64.79398 1
67.26900 111
48.37235 111
57.04038 (1]
59.67693 1
43.38398 1
55.67967 1
76.51746 1
60.61328 1

grade histol ascites ps resdis

<NA> Mucinous present 0 <2 cm

moderately differentiated Serous papillary absent 0 >5cm
poorly differentiated Mesonephroid (clear cell) present <NA> <2 cm
poorly differentiated Adenocarcinoma absent 1 <2cm
moderately Serous present 0 >5cm
well Serous present <NA> <2 cm
poorly Serous present 12-5cm
poorly Serous absent 1 >5cm
poorly differentiated Mucinous absent 0 <2 cm
poorly differentiated Serous papillary present <NA> >5 cm
well Endomet id present 0 <2cm

well Endometrioid present 1 <2cm
poorly Mucinous absent 0 <2cm
poorly differentiated Serous papillary absent 1 2-5cm
well differentiated Serous papillary present 0 <2cm

<NA> Adenocarcinoma present 3to4 >5 cm

moderately differentiated Mucinous present <NA> <2 cm
moderately differentiated Serous papillary present 1 >5cm
poorly erentiated absent 1 2-5cm
poorly erentiated Serous papillary present 0 <2cm
well erentiated Endomet id absent <NA> <2 cm
poorly differentiated i absent 0 <2cm
moderately differentiated absent 0 <2cm
poorly absent 0 <2cm
well differentiated absent <NA> <2 cm

log_cal2s
4.852030
NA

NA
2.197225
NA

NA
5.347107
7.432484
3.367296
NA

NA
2.944439
3.637586
7.989561
4.697749
NA
5.209486
3.970292
5.945421
NA

NA
3.931826
2.484907
6.836259
4.787492

4.

IN

4.

4.

4.
4.

NN NN N

log_alp
.737670
-330733

NA
234107
.248495

NA
663439
.187386
317488

NA
411646
418840
682131
174388
430817
574711

NA
189655
094345
.605170

NA
488636
488636

NA

NA

PRPRPOORRRRRRPRPRPRPRPRRORRPRORRRROO

i

.

=

i
NNOROURNOORFRAIWNRORORNNESN

t
1485284
1690623
2532512
3983573
4510609
4565366
0239562
5585216
0171116
3791923
2621492
9103354
5229295
1033539
5633128
4982888
3032170
6967830
7138946
3661875
4613279
9041752
8788501
1574264
8966461
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The 5th Imputed Dataset

©C®NOURWNPR

NNNNNNERBRR R BB R
ORONPOOOND O A WNRO

patno

1 45.
70.
82.
46.
65.
38.
51.

.
CO®~NOUAWN

12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19

21
22
23
24
25

6:
P
4
6

ONBR®

67.
57.
45,
71.
64.
67.
48.

5

J

59.
43.
55.
76.
60.

age figo
67830 1

grade

moderately differentiated

histol
Mucinous
Serous papillary

poorly differentiated Mesonephroid (clear cell)

10815 111 moderately differentiated
65572 111

98426 111 poorly

72485 1V moderately

33265 1 well

10746 111 poorly differentiated
.72074 111 poorly differentiated
.06845 1 poorly differentiated
.57358 111 poorly differentiated
.49007 1 well fferentiated
.50103 1 well ferentiated
51814 1] poorly differentiated
42368 11 poorly differentiated
28405 1] well differentiated
59753 1V poorly differentiated
79398 1 moderately

26900 111 moderately

37235 111 poorly

.04038 1] poorly differentiated
67693 1 well differentiated
38398 11 poorly

67967 1 moderately differentiated
51746 1 poorly differentiated
61328 1 well differentiated

Adenocarcinoma
Serous i
Serous
Serous
Serous

Serous

Endometrioid
Mucinous

Serous papi
Mucinous

Serous papi
Endomet
Serous papi
Endometrioid
Serous papillary
Serous papillary

ascites
present
absent
present
absent
present
present
present
absent
absent
present
present
present
absent
absent
present
present
present
present
absent
present
absent
absent
absent
absent
absent

ps resdis log_cal25
0 <2 cm 4.852030
0 >5 cm 5.529429
1 <2 cm 4.158883
1 <2 cm 2.197225
0 >5 cm 3.258096
0 <2 cm 4.204693
1 2-5 cm 5.347107
1 >5 cm 7.432484
0 <2 cm 3.367296
0 >5 cm 5.455321
0 <2 cm 2.701361
1 <2 cm 2.944439
0 <2 cm 3.637586
1 2-5 cm 7.989561
0 <2 cm 4.697749
3to4 >5 cm 8.187577
0 <2 cm 5.209486
1 >5cm 3.970292
1 2-5 cm 5.945421
0 <2 cm 4.605170
0 <2 cm 4.127134
0 <2 cm 3.931826
0 <2 cm 2.484907
0 <2 cm 6.836259
0 <2 cm 4.787492

log_alp
3.737670
4.330733
4.595120
4.234107
4.248495
4.189655
4.663439
5.187386
4.317488
4.488636
5.411646
4.418840
4.682131
4.174388
4.430817
4.574711
4.927254
4.189655
4.094345
4.605170
5.323010
4.488636
4.488636
5.780744
5.068904

1

1

1
1

FPRrROORRPRRRRRRRPRRPRRPRRORRORRRROQ

t
7.14852841
1.16906229
2.25325120
2.39835729
1.45106092
9.45653662
1.02395619
0.55852156
1.01711157
2.37919233
3.26214921
6.91033539
4.52292950
1.10335387
1.56331280
0.49828884
9.30321697
2.69678302
1.71389459
5.36618754
0.46132786
1.90417522
0.87885010
2.15742642
2.89664613
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Cox Regression for the 5th Imputed Dataset

Call:

coxph(formula = Surv(t, d) ~ age + figo + grade + histol + ascites + ps + resdis + log_cal25 + log_alp)

coef exp(coef) se(coef) z p
age 0.02315 1.02342 0.00355 6.51 7.3e-11
figo2 0.68788 1.98948 0.16169 4.25 2.1e-05
figo3 1.19456 3.30211 0.13852 8.62 < 2e-16
figo4 1.23582 3.44119 0.16746 7.38 1.6e-13
grade2 0.24470 1.27724 0.15931 1.54 0.1245
grade3 0.27934  1.32226 0.15447 1.81 0.0705
histol2 0.23577 1.26588 0.19404 1.22 0.2244
histol3 -0.06239 0.93952 0.15968 -0.39 0.6960
histol4 0.35199 1.42190 0.13625 2.58 0.0098
histol5 0.82749 2.28757 0.18033 4.59 4.5e-06
histol6 -0.21044 0.81023 0.10158 -2.07 0.0383
histol7 0.22521 1.25259 0.24151 0.93 0.3511
ascites2  0.37842 1.45997 0.08382 4.51 6.3e-06
ps2 0.09476 1.09939 0.08883 1.07 0.2861
ps3 0.22873 1.25701 0.11694 1.96 0.0505
ps4 0.67439 1.96284 0.15084 4.47 7.8e-06
resdis2 -0.14265 0.86706 0.10427 -1.37 0.1713
resdis3 -0.65520 0.51934 0.10645 -6.15 7.5e-10
log_cal25 0.03206 1.03258 0.02736 1.17 0.2413
log_alp 0.37301 1.45210 0.07997 4.66 3.1e-06
Likelihood ratio test=744 on 20 df, p=0

n= 1189, number of events= 842

RAUEZ Impute LTz &(C KD T

TSTENTES

IRTDT —F 2B ZITD
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Cox Regression for the 25th Imputed Dataset

Call:

coxph(formula = Surv(t, d) ~ age + figo + grade + histol + ascites + ps + resdis + log_cal25 + log_alp)

age
figo2
figo3
figo4
grade2
grade3
histol2
histol3
histol4
histol5
histol6
histol7
ascites2
ps2

ps3

ps4
resdis2
resdis3

coef exp(coef)

02261
56968
23025
31465
51168
54567
20187
00814
34285
82787
16791
48894
30533
04053
14208
68841
16324
-64448

O0O0O0000O0OO0O0O0OO0OO0OKRKL OO

log_cal25 0.01870

log_alp

Likelihood ratio test=738 on

0.38169

02287
76770
42208
72345
66809
72576
22369
99189
40895
28843
84543
63059
35708
04136
15267
99054
84939
52494
01888
46476

FROORRRRRONRORRRWWERER

se(coef) z
0.00354 6.38
0.16207 3.51
0.13846 8.89
0.16522 7.96
0.16442 3.11
0.15930 3.43
0.19102 1.06
0.15886 -0.05
0.13779 2.49
0.18256 4.53
0.10251 -1.64
0.23860 2.05
0.08322 3.67
0.08671 0.47
0.12043 1.18
0.14888 4.62
0.10225 -1.60
0.10337 -6.23
0.02752 0.68
0.07808 4.89
20 df, p=0

n= 1189, number of events= 842

P
1.7e-10
0.00044
< 2e-16
1.8e-15
0.00186
0.00061
0.29060
0.95914
0.01284
5.8e-06
0.10143
0.04044
0.00024
0.64021
0.23808
3.8e-06
0.11039
4.5e-10
0.49687
1.0e-06
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Cox Regression for the 50th Imputed Dataset

Call:

coxph(formula = Surv(t, d) ~ age + figo + grade + histol + ascites + ps + resdis + log_cal25 + log_alp)

age
figo2
figo3
figo4
grade2
grade3
histol2
histol3
histol4
histol5
histol6
histol7
ascites2
ps2

ps3

ps4
resdis2
resdis3

coef exp(coef) se(coef)

0.02311
0.64665
1.20136
1.23283
0.32350
0.45357
0.11690
-0.03584
0.28343
0.76061
-0.23698
0.35975
0.33703
0.10642
0.23393
0.89309
-0.10031
-0.67208

log_cal25 0.01057

log_alp

Likelihood ratio test=739 on

0.26331

1.02338
1.90913
3.32463
3.43093
1.38195
1.57392
1.12401
0.96480
1.32768
2.13958
0.78901
1.43297
1.40078
1.11229
1.26355
2.44266
0.90456
0.51064
1.01063
1.30123

0.

0O000000O00O0O0OO0OO0OO0O0O0O0O0

00354
16135
13920
16710
16105
15582
19141
16119
13830
18172
10187
24124
08308
08629
11923
15248
10355
10298
02702
07178

1.96

-6.53
0.39
3.67

20 df, p=0

n= 1189, number of events= 842

p
4e-11
1le-05
2e-16
6e-13
04457
00361
54137
82405
04042
8e-05
02000
13589
Oe-05
21748
04976
7e-09
33268
7e-11
69551
00024

OCO0O0OOMROOUOONOOOOORADOD®
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5Tl M DERTE

> PIEAOHBIZE T, MEhE M (I3-5BI TR THdDESN
T (BIZ (L. Rubin (1987))

> BEEELSERTEMRESINIC1970-80FERTI(E. +9712H%
BEZIFDETEMN 2K, MERESURBETOTEIR. ]
EHEEUVUCREZEVWDSESEEDOTE

> MEREL EBIFE. EFBXM - PIEOEBIEE (& <D
p INESTETBE, TMIBEBENR T THDEEEHENF LY

> RIEDXHEATI(E. IEHERHETE - BEZITDIZHIC,
100~1000[B]DA =5 —(CEBC EZENDTLNNDEDEZL)

Carpenter and Kenward (2013), Royston and White (2011) 59

R example: MICE Output

> round(summary(pool2),3)

est se t df Pr(clt]) 1o 95 hi 95 nmis fmi lambda
age 0.024 0.004 6.436 77589.144 0.000 0.016 0.031 0 0.049 0.049
figo2 0.633 0.165 3.830 79236.415 0.000 0.309 0.956 NA 0.048 0.048
figo3 1.184 0.143 8.278 48394.035 0.000 0.904 1.465 NA 0.062 0.062
figo4 1.246 0.175 7.129 23140.643 0.000 0.904 1.589 NA 0.092 0.092
grade2 0.384 0.173 2.218 14749.187 0.027 0.045 0.723 NA 0.115 0.115
grade3 0.437 0.167 2.608 16488.140 0.009 0.109 0.765 NA 0.109 0.109

histol2 0.181 0.204 0.888 16983.350 0.375 -0.219 0.581 NA 0.107 0.107
histol3 -0.031 0.165 -0.188 59966.434 0.851 -0.354 0.292 NA 0.056 0.056
histol4 0.325 0.142 2.284 50458.739 0.022 0.046 0.603 NA 0.061 0.061
histol5 0.802 0.190 4.214 29427.975 0.000 0.429 1.174 NA 0.081 0.081
histol6é -0.206 0.104 -1.975 104717.958 0.048 -0.410 -0.002 NA 0.041 0.041
histol7 0.333 0.267 1.248  5984.292 0.212 -0.190 0.856 NA 0.182 0.182
ascites2 0.334 0.089 3.750 16858.463 0.000 0.159 0.508 NA 0.108 0.108

ps2 0.106 0.101 1.048 3096.892 0.295 -0.092 0.304 NA 0.253 0.253
ps3 0.207 0.144 1.443  2083.436 0.149 -0.074 0.489 NA 0.309 0.309
ps4 0.628 0.209 3.001 949.924 0.003 0.217 1.039 NA 0.458 0.457

resdis2 -0.116 0.112 -1.035 11215.134 0.301 -0.336 0.104 NA 0.132 0.132
resdis3 -0.650 0.112 -5.801 9575.774 0.000 -0.870 -0.431 NA 0.144 0.143
log_cal25 0.031 0.031 1.008 2997.766 0.314 -0.030 0.092 440 0.258 0.257
log_alp 0.331 0.096 3.428 1675.250 0.001 0.142 0.520 396 0.345 0.344
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BEATRESR D LEER @

CCA (n=362, # deaths=248) MICE (n=1189, # deaths=842)
HR 95%Cl P-value HR 95%Cl P-value
Age (years) 1.02 1.00 1.03 0.011 1.02 1.02 1.03 < 0.001
FIGO stage
| 1.00 1.00
1] 2.39 1.14 5.00 0.021 1.88 1.36 2.60 < 0.001
1} 4.01 2.12 7.59 < 0.001 3.27 2.47 4.33 < 0.001
I\ 5.83 2.81 12.09 < 0.001 3.48 2.47 4.90 < 0.001
Grade

| 1.00 1.00
Il 1.28 0.65 2.52 0.471 1.47 1.05 2.06 0.027
1] 1.13 0.59 2.13 0.717 1.55 1.1 2.15 0.009

TCCA: Complete-Case Analysis, MICE: Multiple Imputation by Chained Equation
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FEMTIGERDLEER @

CCA (n=362, # deaths=248) MICE (n=1189, # deaths=842)
HR 95%Cl P-value HR 95%Cl P-value
Histology
Serous papillary 1.00 1.00
Adenocarcinoma 1.54 0.37 6.36 0.554 1.20 0.80 1.79 0.375
Endometrioid 0.96 0.52 1.78 0.901 0.97 0.70 1.34 0.851
Clear cell 1.71 1.00 2.93 0.051 1.38 1.05 1.83 0.022
Mixed mesodermal 3.99 1.78 8.91 0.001 2.23 1.54 3.24 < 0.001
Mucinous 0.77 0.55 1.08 0.126 0.81 0.66 1.00 0.048
Undifferentiated 1.43 0.60 3.41 0.421 1.40 0.83 2.35 0.212
Ascites
Absence 1.00 1.00
Presence 1.35 0.98 1.86 0.069 1.40 1.17 1.66 < 0.001

TCCA: Complete-Case Analysis, MICE: Multiple Imputation by Chained Equation
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BEATIEERDLEE G

CCA (n=362, # deaths=248) MICE (n=1189, # deaths=842)
HR 95%Cl P-value HR 95%Cl P-value
Performance status
0 1.00 1.00
1 1.16 0.86 1.57 0.325 1.1 0.91 1.35 0.295
2 0.97 0.62 1.50 0.885 1.23 0.93 1.63 0.149
3+4 2.30 0.96 5.48 0.061 1.87 1.24 2.83 0.003
Residual disease
>5cm 1.00 1.00
2-5cm 0.97 0.67 1.41 0.880 0.89 0.71 1.1 0.301
<2cm 0.57 0.39 0.82 0.003 0.52 0.42 0.65 < 0.001
Log CA125 1.06 0.97 1.17 0.205 1.03 0.97 1.10 0.314
Log alkaline phos. 1.61 1.14 2.27 0.006 1.39 1.15 1.68 0.001

TCCA: Complete-Case Analysis, MICE: Multiple Imputation by Chained Equation
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Some Remarks on MICE

> TEDATTICKD., EBRNEHMENRE IR SIN DM
PUOREN THDEENRSINTLD

> 212, Z< DOMREEHMBTAZE T, DR DILAEHREM T CTRIFR
BAEMNRENTULND (W< &6, EEKBII(C (S Favorable or
AcceptableT3H 2 Z ENZLY)

» Flo. BHOEERCETEN > TRAINE C D LSRR —RERIR
ZMHT T OAANRY I MO T 7HFEEL TVDIED RNV
ETHD., RIRDEZES vy —FH)ILDEL<DLE2I—-THE. R
BT — S DFETFERICREAVSNTLAD(E MICE THD E
=NTLD

Liu et al. (2013), Rezven et al. (2015), White et al. (2011) 64
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> BERICKDIA RSA AR EZRITC. ERmMBEFEDER
RBRNN NS, AT T TITONDERKRARE T, AxE
T — S DRI (T3ROS NDRFNZHHDEKRIFEFE D TL)
&)

> RAIT—HOFERTTER. VIR, ERRATR - EFARKIC
BIFBDT—IEFDUT S —DUEDELTROSNTLN
TENFEEND

> FHRERITEICDVWTTALZ NS D EE(CE. METRICT
WK S EZHEBHULET
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Example Dataset & Program

» RO =F—THWEEfT—5FEFRTOTS AL I
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