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Abstract

Various methods for accurate parameter estimation have been developed in a sample survey and it is also
common to use a ratio estimator or the regression estimator using auxiliary information. The ratio-type
estimator has been used in many recent studies and is known to improve the accuracy of estimation by ad-
justing the ratio estimator. However, various studies are under way to solve it since the ratio-type estimator
is biased. In this study, we propose a generalized ratio-type estimator with a new parameter added to the
ratio-type estimator to remove the bias. We suggested a method to apply this result to the parameter estima-
tion under the error assumption of heteroscedasticity. Through simulation, we confirmed that the suggested
generalized ratio-type estimator gives good results compared to conventional ratio-type estimators.
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1. ME

EREAOIN 24 249 AN FAL 9
(ratio-type estimator; RT)el tf3dt A7}
o Al WA, AFesl Bolde #A5h
= Ze 2o gHA drt. 53] A5 PH s A

o Waol WAL MIFA Y DAL WA 5 ol AA AR BA NS FE3 A8
Singh¥} Vishwakarma (2007)& o|FFEWHolAl g Ao HRW7 S of

A5k A=A H]FEA B (exponential ratio estimator)d} 29 BA Al AMRSIE A$EAH F
ZF(exponential product estimator)& AF3FGT Koyuncu®}l Kadilar (2009)0A4E= F 719

W7 91S u) ko] wlE BA Al AREH= v|E A=k (ratio estimator), 9] wlE FA A] ALE=
F3 A% (product estimator) 18|1 W|EA I FRAT] Fo7 dojx= vlFFA F(ratio cum
product estimator)2 A|9FsFA 2™ Singh 5 (2010)0|A &= o|FFEHoA AR oA 7HE 5
S AR vFAFT F5EHF 283 3] F4 F(regression estimator)& AT Tailor 5
(2014)3} Lone 5 (2015)2 o] 5FEH oAl W] Y e A =37 & (ratio type exponential estimator) 3}
e X454 ZF(product type exponential estimator) 12|17 LWks} v]F e X434 3 (generalized

=

ratio-cum-product type exponential estimator)& A|QFsFI L, Tailor 5 (2015)2 o]FFEH A
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(2016) Haq (2017)44— Clement 2} Enang (2017)2 v o] A& 5}’}}% A 2L FAFS
Alokatgd o Ohe} Shin (2017)2 Taylor ZAM]S ©]23F v Pef A DT RPoA] ex} Balo] =
5 245 Y7 E 54 F(maximum likelihood estimator; MLE) =
ke Akt
SRR Nl F A N FE R B2 Aol v AoE LA Stk o AP 53] ;oA
#49) A%00 2 A% T2 90 oI% 512517 S8 9177} <95 SIEh. Singh} Singh (1998)&
H|EA o)A AZFS Zo]7] Y3t AFE AT Swain (2014)L 3 7§ H2M47) 9L uf A
2 WS 83 v EAFS A5tk 282 Sharma$) Singh (2014)2 F 719 HzW
7 J& wl M2 vFeEFHZE At Khandt Singh (2015)2 A2 Chain Ratio-Type
Estimator& A¢Hehe 5 BXARE o]83te] v PefFg 3] HF} mean squared error (MSE)E
Zol7] 13 e A7} ol FolAc
2 Q7oA 2ol Yt AARYoIA BFS A A A5 Ohsh Shin (2017)0] AL ¥ e
Aol B AAS Y3 B4E F718ka Taylor 234 ZALE o] &8le] 3719 45 FAsH= Wy
AHE-3 dutsl v e 57 F(generalized ratio-type estimator; GRT)S A+t on 2ojad-g
Spol Aokl 2] $44S FATALH

B o] THe et ATk WA 286l 4: AR AR 2eln vYEFg L) B
Pk MSES 2vinglon] SRAYL BEstA gt I72LE Svngrh 384% #F2 4|
Ast7] 98 2L Awsh G AL Asich. 4Bol s AE 34

ool %2 wLshy] 919 meagel Sas glon nx oz 520 A2o] gtk

m{o
)
oo
ok
£
N
ox
ok

2. ST HIHEIERY

2.1. H|YHEZHSE

BRRUF7 e ZERANA 245 A8 4L A8 dtsls] 7] 574 2 (generalized regression
estimator)©] ARG TE o] FollA R2wr) shuel gl R ol R By X7 4
A A$9 FJAFAHFL o237} 2t} (linear regression estimator; LR).

LR = fo + /X (2.1)
g o) 00T HEWE o] 2, wl, 24 B4kl 1,07 HEBANE Ve = §(X/2)2) I
ol ARgETh 2 B =olA vFATS duER viFHFA o] d7E L don NS
Hege chew 2ot

o17]4 Ohe} Shin (2017)2 W FEFA TS Taylor 13} ZARE °]8-38te] 4 (2.1)34 (2.2)< 3FAF7
gt v Rel 2 A% BAE ATAAG. 5
QRT%§<1—|—O¢<§—1>)Zgj(l—a)—&—;aX (2.3)
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= (2015)0l 4= 2Hl 4= 9lr}h. @ju} Ohe} Shin (2017)¢] 2ojAd A7E ARE 4 = Bi/R,
RS N8 o) 2FHA RFo] A A= AL AT 5 ik

2.2. U[AEfFE2o| Haky MSE

Al 4 (22)9) BHT MSES AR, WA 2AE o = (j—V)/V,

2
g3 § = Y(1+e), T = X(1+e)o] Ak oeje 24 714-L vPef =g
A E3] A o2 AAIgE Y82 Singh?} Vishwakarma (2007)2} Sharma$}:

o) AANE WY
e = (f—)_()/)_(
o A" Aol

0 2}z

Singh (2014)2 F2817] HhBT. WePA Eleo) = B(er) — 0017 E3 -2 B3] B},
52 2
Var(eo) = o L= f), Var(er) = g s (1= f),  Covleo,er) = oo (1~ ),

A7NA f=n/N, S2 =N (zi — X)?/(N = 1), S2 =N (i = V)?/(N = 1), Sey = S0 (i —
X)(yi — Y)/(N — 1)oltk. =3k v el=A ko] Taylor 23 ZALE o 281d thgo A7E Adxr),

Ve = 7 (5) — V(14 eo)(14en)®

Y (1 + eo) <(1 —aer) + M&)

Q

2 1

1 1
a(a;— )ef + a(a;— )eoe%> .

:Y(1+eo—ae1—o¢eoel+

weta] ZAFA 91 Agk MSEE th23} ZHo] Ao At
ala+1) , 4 ala+1) eoe?)

f/RT) ~YE <eo — aey — aepgey +

Blas( 5 el )
v (a L Sy olat) 1 S2
—Y( O‘XYn(l f+ == Xgn(l N,

a(a2—|— 1)6% n a(a;— 1) ) 2)2

Sey = Sy (@i — 7) (i — §)/(n — 1)° (2 3)011%1 Qoixl gt QA Ak, £ H2AFF
Aoz ol ARFHYL fy =7 - B Folm2 248 ag 8¢ 2719} YA Hek. B2 o
379 A9 Aol SRS BEATHE 1Y Sel A Qold Freltt. BEHOE MR
© Aol EATTH

SRR Ao Te} 2L A% 4 (21)9 HAFAHE A o] ohrh

yz:50+ﬁ1xi+€i, lfl\ch(O ml )7 0§V7 (24)
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A71A ek vt A Jdokd gl vel FEH AR 55 H (weighted least squares estimation;
WLSE) & o830 fo, 512 24 5 Utk 5 B = (o, 51)7 2} 39
T

N—
[
»
N
3
o
N—
|
=
N
3
-

ﬁWLSE = (ﬂOWLSE, BIWLSE

2 3 5 o 7N W = diag{zy, z2, ... 20} A E ol webA Ba FAH2 o=t

Ywise = fowrse + frwrse X (2.5)

w3 v7h GeiA 94 ehd MLES ol§3e § = (50, 51)" 8 4% & 9tk o2 59 237} 4
FEEES 42 49 0o 2ISEPSRE o83l 4B 24 5 Aok

N e v n 5 1 <= [ (yi — Bo — Bizs)?
l(y\ﬂo,ﬂl,ma ) ——;log (mf) —§log (27ra )_W;{x;’ . (2.6)
ojuf oI FARS fure = (BOMLE,BIMLE)TE} st 3]7F4 % tha 2ol ¥ojXIth(linear
regression using MLE; MLR).
}Q/MLR = BOMLE + BIMLEX, (2.7

A71A 2.2700A doixl AP} MSE A= 4 (25) e (27)014 B9 FA4FE A 3+

oAl Folx Aol th2 A "tk 53 Ohe Shin (2017)8 ATE W FHo| gt 3|7y

MLEE o]§3 v Fef -2 ﬂ%ﬂ%’ﬁmﬂ vl BFo] ARI web MSERE AA: 2E &0

Atk BARE 4] (2.1), (2.5), 2AL (2.7)% 22 FAFHEFE BF 22 Feolng Pk
< IAFAEF FHE ZARL 3 Xﬂ B5g A8t A% MSES 9 4 A "tk

A (2.5), (2.7 Zo] RIS whEstx) ¢bS uf WLSESH MLEE o] 43 290l fo = j— f1z9}
e QAL WEAA gon] w3 dWo) Yk HFRY v P2 HFL Ago] AA BT Art
ool & Aol A 4 (23)9] Taylor 13 2AAE B3 23 AL AHB3to] BFL 2 4 9
T Az FAFS AdS ol Asl 4 (2.2)0] B & 7R v HlFEFAEE st
2},

wr = F(1 +c) (%)a (3.1)

st 1 (1) 2552 ()

(1—a)+‘”(°“1)(§—1>2

—j(i+0) g

o] Htt. o]Al

Bo=7(1+¢)

(1—d)+@(é‘_1)<f—1)}, By gj(l—i—c)% (3.2)
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N o 2
c—i(smlx—y—aw(a” (2- ))
Y 2 T
s

o] Ha 7]9 & = dmLe = BlMLE(J_?/ﬂ)%}'% Yt ¢ FAgko]l XLt &
& = % (BOMLE + BIMLET — § — BlMLEUC Gae — 1) (g 1) ) (3:3)

7} ek w3tk 4] (3.3)00l A 7t VS o] 83

. 5 z (1) AMLE
_ z 14 & ) _
&apy = P1MLE (Q) /( +c =110

7} oA HFHOZE éapsE 4 (3.3)9 amre®l dapsE Y] the Aoz JdoRch

CADJ = % (BOMLE + B1MLE§3 -—y— BlMLEfw (g - 1)2> (3.4)
T3 HFHOZE aapyv Uy Aoz dojAt).
Gapy = B1MLE§/ (1+ éaps) = liMﬁ. (3.5)
AeHoT A (34)9 (3.5)2 ol8aie] Aol AE Yuis) W FE|FAFE e 2o),
Yarr = 7 (14 ¢apy) (E)QADJ =g (1+ éapy) %:) b, . (3.6)
4. 2o

4.1. Al= MM I-

o] AolNE HNEAL, WREE AT el B wRolA AE Luksh wHelER Do) 249 BE
2 was) 98 R APS ST NEAoE A5 44 HPL Ohst Shin (2017)9] WL
Agsgon AT ARE the A (2.4)9) RPN A4 ek

iid

yi = Bo + Pixi + €, ~~N(0xl ),Ogu, (4.1)
o714 HEAE xiv RIA-FHEE LN(0,4)004 FE8ket. ol &3] EXAPIA ARREHE &
204 07} LEZOE WY ) REE B2s) fRoIh TEOR 0 = 52 ASSUT o] &
Er ATEES AT ol 22014 AWeliEel MLES olg3ie f& 342 o 242 4
TFEEE 7M7) wRolth thEo® B fy = 0,7 22| B = 55 ARRSte] HEHo| Q& A
29} gl A9 WLsiRon LA BP9 24 17k S/l BE Ao Wske s 9

v=0,05113% /\}%é—}giu}. HFAoT A (4.1)2 o]-238k] 50,000702] =3

o o] RN ¥ APEZE FE 5 n = 50,100,200,5000 5 2E59rh. 229 HE ARE of
£310] 32014 AW 018 o] 5] 2RTL o83} BAFE 2ASAT, AL 2Rt Hol
e w2t

L
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o Ml. 3AFAZ
Fojd Hzwse] nyy KXo} dHo| Yt JARFL o] &t AR 7127] fo, /12 HLAF
FAMeR 243 foovs, frorsE BLoH o]F o]§3te] BANMS yo BT FAUTE NS
B JAFAHE T2 4 (2.1)9 Yig = BooLs + BroLs X o]tk

X9 FHoA QolR BRAF 7,5 2L Ml"’ﬂ/‘i Ao)7 BiorsE o] &
3}od 7&’35‘3-’? y-"/l 2HYAE FA%) S PR AEFS 4 (2.2)Y Yar = = y(X/z)%otso|t}. o
2. ol

e M3. MLEE ©]&3 n|gej3A
Oh$} Shin (2017)0lA] ALE3 ¥bHog B4 v8) By, /12 MLEE o] &3lo] FAlo] A o

A FAFE P EAF 240] 28 Vamr = §(/2) ™ olth 03714 daes = fiaws/Ri,
Ry = g/Tola Bives Al (2.6)0A FA=T}

=R A] A ?l’fﬁ' oz A (2.6)94 =34 /BOMLE,ﬁlMLE AHE3 AES A A HSl
T g F713 43 P FeE 4 (3.6) Yarr = §(1 + éaps) (X /z)¥apI ot} o] 7] A
éapit A (3.4)9A FAHEH, dapse 4 (3.5)NA FHHAL}

Bive2 A (2.6)01]/\-] ZA =}
=

B QTN AGE vla FA
squared error; RMSE)ol2] 2 3 As] 4ol thest 2et

m_EL

o714 ¥HE4 R = 5,000 AME3H 2 viEuich AAE RS 2o BuE gexu o
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Table 4.1. Parameter estimation

. Parameter
Sample size Bo v — — — — —
v QOLS QMLE QADJ CADJ

0.0 0.0350 1.0004 1.0004 1.0017 —0.0003

0.5 0.4412 1.0007 1.0007 1.0016 —0.0001

0 1.0 0.8945 1.0005 1.0001 1.0004 0.0002

50 1.3 1.1692 0.9973 0.9998 0.9996 0.0008
0.0 0.0335 0.8007 0.8007 0.7876 0.0183

0.5 0.4409 0.8011 0.8009 0.7878 0.0183

7 1.0 0.8946 0.8005 0.8002 0.7868 0.0188

1.3 1.1647 0.7989 0.7989 0.7856 0.0186

0.0 0.0243 1.0005 1.0005 1.0008 0.0001

0 0.5 0.4550 1.0008 1.0007 1.0012 —0.0003

1.0 0.9198 1.0003 1.0000 0.9999 0.0002

100 1.3 1.1940 0.9992 1.0000 1.0001 0.0001
0.0 0.0249 0.8158 0.8158 0.8041 0.0160

0.5 0.4571 0.8157 0.8155 0.8029 0.0174

7 1.0 0.9197 0.8153 0.8154 0.8030 0.0172

1.3 1.1981 0.8153 0.8149 0.8024 0.0173

0.0 0.0173 1.0001 1.0001 1.0002 —0.0001

0.5 0.4671 0.9998 0.9998 1.0001 —0.0002

0 1.0 0.9338 0.9999 1.0001 1.0002 —0.0002

200 1.3 1.2104 0.9993 1.0001 1.0001 0.0001
0.0 0.0174 0.8249 0.8249 0.8161 0.0118

- 0.5 0.4662 0.8266 0.8266 0.8181 0.0114

1.0 0.9329 0.8259 0.8253 0.8165 0.0118

1.3 1.2124 0.8229 0.8257 0.8167 0.0120

0.0 0.0117 1.0001 1.0001 1.0002 0.0001

0.5 0.4708 0.9999 1.0000 1.0000 —0.0001

0 1.0 0.9417 1.0003 1.0001 1.0001 0.0000

500 1.3 1.2219 0.9996 1.0001 1.0000 0.0001
0.0 0.0116 0.8330 0.8330 0.8292 0.0048

0.5 0.4720 0.8331 0.8331 0.8293 0.0048

7 1.0 0.9417 0.8329 0.8331 0.8294 0.0046

1.3 1.2210 0.8336 0.8334 0.8297 0.0047

OLS = ordinary least squares; MLE = maximum likelihood estimator; ADJ = adjusted.

L4 B v, 09 4 23Q] Table 415 AHEW 7|[E2FH0o8 0 < vE 7HPE3kal JeBE v = 0%
At FAFHY 2HE d9on, o] A& Adtaie JAFHoZE HAhFAY AFE At
TSt o 4 A3E AFHEY v 7| Aol dowse duet EHo] 0°A A 190 A
FA=Jow, dHo] 7 ALolE FTHo] ARWA 0.89]4 0.8322 F7lsh 1 B} 22 groz
FAF At ES dapse Xeh\‘i"] ‘0 AF dors, auLet FARBHA 19 7HA FAE 9 F3 o]

‘7 AolE doLsS auLeETE FA £E2 FAE AT éaps2 ZAHo] 0’ AFFelE 0o A
FAFEYoH, dHo] ‘79l Ffofl= 0ETE A FH= AT
4.2 4 Table 4.40+= VA FAF ZHE FE392H o] AFof|A M1} Mbe 3| AFAHZ
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Table 4.2. Simulation results for bias

Sample size Bo v Bias
M1 M2 M3 M4 M5

0.0 0.0174 0.0286 0.0276 0.0438 0.0186

0.5 0.0127 0.0310 0.0327 0.0402 0.0123

0 1.0 —0.0433 —0.0137 —0.0492 —0.0402 —0.0538

50 1.3 0.0476 0.1134 0.0561 0.0546 0.0419
0.0 —0.0038 —1.0887 —1.0899 —0.5522 —0.0066

0.5 0.0129 —1.0698 —1.0720 —0.5373 —0.0002

7 1.0 0.0247 —1.0549 —1.0764 —0.5277 0.0043

1.3 0.1287 —0.9555 —1.0184 —0.4750 0.1035

0.0 —0.0073 —0.0063 —0.0056 —0.0009 —0.0068

0 0.5 —0.0176 —0.0122 —0.0138 —0.0116 —0.0159

1.0 —0.0042 0.0047 —0.0023 0.0028 0.0013

100 1.3 0.0454 0.0754 0.0304 0.0359 0.0326
0.0 —0.0004 —0.6200 —0.6202 —0.1375 0.0018

0.5 —0.0148 —0.6409 —0.6462 —0.1334 —0.0206

7 1.0 —0.0025 —0.6171 —0.6162 —0.1081 0.0026

1.3 0.0669 —0.5435 —0.5822 —0.0752 0.0377

0.0 —0.0026 —0.0020 —0.0017 —0.0024 —0.0026

0.5 —0.0008 —0.0002 —0.0010 —0.0058 —0.0059

0 1.0 —0.0177 —0.0151 —0.0201 —0.0241 —0.0244

200 1.3 —0.0043 0.0013 —0.0125 —0.0161 —0.0163
0.0 0.0026 —0.3586 —0.3586 0.0100 0.0028

7 0.5 —0.0112 —0.3722 —0.3720 —0.0079 —0.0092

1.0 —0.0051 —0.3585 —0.3611 0.0102 —0.0030

1.3 0.0016 —0.3504 —0.3487 0.0324 0.0257

0.0 —0.0012 —0.0012 —0.0013 —0.0020 —0.0020

0.5 0.0042 0.0042 0.0045 0.0018 0.0017

0 1.0 —0.0064 —0.0056 —0.0078 —0.0082 —0.0083

500 1.3 —0.0120 —0.0079 0.0052 0.0057 0.0056
0.0 —0.0011 —0.1693 —0.1694 0.0059 —0.0002

0.5 —0.0029 —0.1722 —0.1722 0.0028 —0.0021

7 1.0 —0.0135 —0.1821 —0.1818 —0.0118 —0.0164

1.3 —0.0018 —0.1668 —0.1703 0.0025 —0.0020

Azpolek. Wk AR A4 AN AR AgHAT 7 = &

o M1} Mot M2-M4l v ej 25 ol vjs) dAHom $58 23t E0h 5 v =02 B9
Mio] $483 v > 09 & M5/} S350, £8 400l g v = 19 397} Mmgolnz M2
EE M37h 949 AFE e ALE vk ol B AT A 2% A2 v
B0l S A9el AAAHET D12 FAFo] TEeleh. weA B AN
ol M3sh Mo vlso] 242 B3elek

WA HLEAF 5 Bias A Table 42914 o] 0°<) 398 A¥RW, H¥o] /13 22 50°]
A M1 M5t 2 Aol HolA) gon} dAH oz $43 298 Fot

H P 3 2ol M2-M4E H|wshd M2E v =19 P Ee éﬂ% Hola oyt v =139 3¢
ol 2 WP HolT Ak B =gol A At

4

=
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Table 4.3. Simulation results for absolute bias

Absolute bias

Sample size Bo v M1 N2 N3 NA NG

0.0 0.6106 0.5981 0.6089 0.6642 0.6297

0.5 0.9250 0.9357 0.9195 0.8999 0.8824

0 1.0 1.9035 1.9900 1.8004 1.8061 1.7974

50 1.3 3.1915 3.3752 2.9014 2.8410 2.8301
0.0 0.6047 1.3151 1.3190 1.1397 0.6292

0.5 0.9110 1.4616 1.4677 1.2862 0.8812

7 1.0 1.9364 2.2656 2.1756 2.0993 1.8455

1.3 3.2683 3.4964 3.1923 3.0833 2.8712

0.0 0.4032 0.3744 0.3774 0.4223 0.4199

0 0.5 0.5936 0.5862 0.5821 0.5549 0.5543

1.0 1.2506 1.2726 1.1865 1.2108 1.2111

100 1.3 2.2500 2.3340 2.0760 1.9975 1.9952
0.0 0.3979 0.7914 0.7915 0.6070 0.4160

0.5 0.5920 09111 0.9178 0.7137 0.5589

7 1.0 1.2453 1.4625 1.4038 1.3097 1.1978

1.3 2.2527 2.4032 2.2202 2.1109 2.0195

0.0 0.2858 0.2713 0.2714 0.2986 0.2984

0.5 0.3926 0.3842 0.3857 0.3620 0.3628

0 1.0 0.8383 0.8454 0.7992 0.8148 0.8155

200 1.3 1.5608 1.5913 1.4749 1.4088 1.4086
0.0 0.2901 0.4954 0.4954 0.3554 0.3038

- 0.5 0.3884 0.5767 0.5780 0.4010 0.3590

1.0 0.8451 0.9541 0.9273 0.8577 0.8333

1.3 1.5576 1.6191 1.5125 1.4103 1.3943

0.0 0.1767 0.1717 0.1718 0.1850 0.1850

0.5 0.2357 0.2319 0.2327 0.2110 0.2111

0 1.0 0.5121 0.5131 0.4984 0.5170 0.5171

500 1.3 0.9597 0.9680 0.9244 0.8818 0.8817
0.0 0.1777 0.2677 0.2677 0.1945 0.1860

7 0.5 0.2385 0.3150 0.3154 0.2264 0.2176

1.0 0.5096 0.5549 0.5403 0.5134 0.5095

1.3 0.9728 1.0032 0.9590 0.8961 0.8933

A kst v FefFg = M3E vlusi i v < 1Y wi= M37F M4R T 4312 v > 1Y uf&= M47}
M3ETE 948 A3E HelFn girh. it Ahe] (09 F9e) AL AA 9] whwe] FFol

2 Qake 37 kv e Aeol 7Y wolE ve] Wael WA Mao] A M2, M3e] 2
Harh 823 94 AL HAY & gon Hehd B ATelA AHe Quks) v PeiF g el BFL
=

Cheo® EE ST 100 049 49 B AN FHo] (0D B9 AP B MdZE M2,
M3 Brh Ao AU FASE mebA 23 2AH4e] BEE W e S48 ARE AL 4 9
A S6) M5 Aol §Ae Brk £8 Qo] T A9 Mag) M2, M3E WZHE ) M7} v)$
2550 Azhe] Apol7t Wasiet.

Av) A ZHQ Table 43014 M17 M57}F 958 278 £t} 2 Ado] 0’0l v = 09 AS
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Table 4.4. Simulation results for RMSE

Sample size Bo v RMSE
M1 M2 M3 M4 M5

0.0 0.7749 0.8287 0.8531 0.9094 0.7997

0.5 1.2014 1.2774 1.2356 1.2232 1.1660

0 1.0 2.4869 2.7163 2.3468 2.3513 2.3322

50 1.3 4.1464 4.4987 3.7106 3.6306 3.6078
0.0 0.7753 1.9828 1.9952 1.8672 0.8059

0.5 1.1854 2.1805 2.1878 2.0505 1.1630

7 1.0 2.5491 3.0879 2.9390 2.8702 2.3994

1.3 4.2512 4.5975 4.1007 4.0074 3.6757

0.0 0.5082 0.4753 0.4803 0.5344 0.5290

0 0.5 0.7549 0.7525 0.7436 0.7174 0.7136

1.0 1.6097 1.6615 1.5344 1.5627 1.5630

100 1.3 2.8850 3.0574 2.6164 2.5219 2.5184
0.0 0.5001 1.1492 1.1514 0.9687 0.5239

0.5 0.7564 1.2828 1.2962 1.0816 0.7236

7 1.0 1.5978 1.9291 1.8339 1.7266 1.5334

1.3 2.8900 3.1008 2.8116 2.6868 2.5512

0.0 0.3594 0.3422 0.3423 0.3760 0.3755

0.5 0.4970 0.4875 0.4899 0.4641 0.4646

0 1.0 1.0679 1.0868 1.0197 1.0416 1.0425

200 1.3 1.9907 2.0448 1.8560 1.7771 1.7770
0.0 0.3633 0.6989 0.6992 0.5053 0.3804

- 0.5 0.4876 0.8005 0.8032 0.5649 0.4552

1.0 1.0775 1.2454 1.2000 1.0964 1.0586

1.3 1.9919 2.0915 1.9127 1.7824 1.7553

0.0 0.2215 0.2154 0.2155 0.2318 0.2319

0.5 0.2956 0.2909 0.2923 0.2660 0.2660

0 1.0 0.6473 0.6500 0.6301 0.6537 0.6539

1.3 1.2158 1.2319 1.162 1.1096 1.1096

500 0.0 0.2229 0.3755 0.3753 0.2484 0.2342
0.5 0.2995 0.4339 0.4347 0.2960 0.2755

7 1.0 0.6458 0.7141 0.6937 0.6503 0.6454

1.3 1.2280 1.2699 1.2087 1.1206 1.1163

RMSE = root mean squared error.

+ Mie] 223 FHo] ‘T oli v > 09 B¢+ M5 A7t eaitt. oA nlFeFA =l M2, M3,
M4 23S AFEE ZHo] ‘0’03l v = 0,12 ALE ALshd BE ZLoA Ma7L £43 29E
Ttk 53] d¥e] ‘7 Aol Wi e AAE Fvh vA T o2 RMSE 3¢ Table 445 W
W Table 4.3 A3} AR L4 Ao} i FARSICH

wetA] SRS HEGAY HRY S BT Feole o] BYl HH3}E o] = FAFES A}
W Hck 3 &3] w7k GElA A 7] el vE FHT T IARYS AT Fole M5E A
S35 "Acy. 28y aPEEAEES ALY Aole 53] FHo] ‘000 ofd Aol MAE AN
oz vl L% AE S F S otk EE o] 0ol v =0Et v =12 43 4%

ol M3E AH§E 4 9
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(20184 5& 282 T4, 20184 68 7Y 7, 20184 6& 8 AN EM)
Qo

FEZAAE A3 B FHS A% ohgst o] /s glon o] oA HRARE o] &3 HFAHEF =
| AFA T E3] AMSHET 22 B A7 AFH L 9= ¥ B F F(ratio type estimator)-2 W37 Ze]
HEE BAste] 2] S FHATIE 2R dA St T v PR AFE o] Sl FoE I
A o] o]lF HAst7] g A7t ibe] AL Uk ofof E Ao HEIFS 21]743]'7] 3 WP
o M2e 245 3713 4vls) v e 34 Z(generalized ratio-type estimator)S A HstA T =3 AFAA 2 A
9} Zro] SREAMIS WA e ABOA FA] AT P H P9 eatel] 2FE A B4E 8L
Abe FAHHS F&ohs PHS AYsATE T3 BAFS B3 s} ni el g2 7129 uSFg Z H|
3w St A9E Fe S sk

FRB0|: Hal, BHEH, 1A, AUDFSEFH, Taylor 2A
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