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Information Loss from Type I versus Type II
Censoring?

Johan Lim2), Hyunseok Song3 and Sungim Lee%

Abstract

If the completely observed data are assumed to have full information, the
censoring causes the loss of information. Previous studies have introduced the
indices of information loss via measuring relative changes between the data with
censoring and without censoring. In this paper, the comparisons are made for the
information loss between type I and type II censoring in two sample problems.
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