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Abstract

As society develops, the dissemination of microdata has increased to respond to diverse analytical needs
of users. Analysis of microdata for policy making, academic purposes, etc. is highly desirable in terms of
value creation. However, the provision of microdata, whose usefulness is guaranteed, has a risk of exposure
of personal information. Several methods have been considered to ensure the protection of personal infor-
mation while ensuring the usefulness of the data. One of these methods has been studied to generate and
utilize synthetic data. This paper aims to understand the synthetic data by exploring methodologies and
precautions related to synthetic data. To this end, we first explain muptiple imputation, Bayesian predictive
model, and Bayesian bootstrap, which are basic foundations for synthetic data. And then, we link these
concepts to the construction of fully/partially synthetic data. To understand the creation of synthetic data,
we review a real longitudinal synthetic data example which is based on sequential regression multivariate

imputation.
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1. ME

317k gl wak ol gAe) AR AR BA RTE WA A4 A B2 TR vol 2
26o]8] (microdata) AFo] ZANYT EH ZAXEE dolAl, ALY PAARY 2L A5
2% vlolazdols Welz AFel A7EIA SR 42 oA Holu k. oleja vlolzzd o
B 242 A Aol T Eok 71X FE 59 SollA o3| vigAstct. 2 ol A dsh
7] S A8 84S TE3] FHAA vto|a 2ol E AlFeA HU, MAFET =& 7Hsd ol
2R %ol WA Ak olol, AR FE4S THATUAE AURRE WIS A3 BAH
ZA) o] (statistical disclosure control) FoFe] ojg] ¥HEo] I8 = o] 2t} (Park, 2016; Park¥} Kim,
2016).

2 dAqdMe o1y d W F R A BAE (synthetic data)o] A R Fo] dhs] AE A} &
oh Hz Aol G2 ARARD A BEgol ohiz), AL Jes ALE ART ojulr.
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N

w3 RS 9 AR A= HE ARE E2Fe A= AT, 9 AT HoFe HMaETd
HAAE 23] BEE MEL ARE A S EXE Sl uepy Addes HiAxs &
AT= AR =&l #3 == AT FejolA T2 AR F84S FHote &
£ FAALE skt HSot okl & 5 .

A@2S H22 Aokt AL Rubin (1993) 2 Little (1993)0]th. WA Rubin (1993)& T}ET)
Al (multiple imputation)®] (Rubin, 1978, 1987, 1988) Md& =ZA oo ALFr}. FQ ofo|r]o]
+ BTN AEH A g2 ARE AE5Fe R A5, e 7S A8 A50ES A
A H 1Y AE BRGE FESH, A AEPE B9l AR 22 NESS vEx Zlojth. 3
e AdollA Little (1993)& & Al thall AAARE A eh= Zlo] okl d7 Wzkst /Eg;
o s AT AFREE Y= FE(partially) AAREE AL} o]F EEH AHREY A
4 H st AR e ol gk AAAE A Y RS 9 AFSo] ] Mg o] Yt} (Reiter,
2002, 2003, 2004; Raghunathan 5, 2001, 2003).

£ =7l A+ Parky}t Kim (2017)S wlo g A@AAES] 7|20 He= thsthAlel ths) A A5
2, Adxs 447 8" PHE D FAANTE aste] AR osE ERstA} st
3], <2157 o5 oA (sequential regression multivariate imputation; SRMI) S &-83h= AAE
7Fete] @R AE Ax Zo] olsfstaAt sttt olgox, HlEsHoR AHHFARE AT o
S5 & wo) x| ¢k R E 7] (Bayesian bootstrap)e] 54 5ol thelM = AA5] AR} Shoh. A
Al A 2 4 A4 (longitudinal) A EXLE ZH/de] Fst A8 A+E thEth

2 =79 742 v 2o 28oA & Al oAk RAE tia] ATt 3doA =
AEAE B Aol thal Lzt 48oA= BAIA Az oIzt AARE 2 ALE AR
AT R v e g JAAEE ARSI T w] FEE 8 FAT ARG 5804 st

ko

U
)]
S

=

[ VI |

2. rSUA S 0Kt RAER

ABAR] 4L Rubin (1978)] Aet thaula] 71Me 7oz ek, @ vEsdoz A8
28 A4 UE 22 ol FAEYe] TelHth webd B4dow Aates 4L olsE]
S15h ThETiA e} ol A ek sl el WA Abwl 2 Be7} gk,

Ea)

N

1. CHEEUIA

% (missing) Ftol g ASH A] 942 AEFO R, Ao AA4HE Al et Al FH/E vk (1)
Zo] A3 Ao o3 A7 A, &A Y] ZZ(missing completely at random; MCAR), (2)

A900] A= AASE Aeo] gl AP, 02 (missing at random; MAR), (3) 2
el Aol Y Aol
_?4

o

oY i T A v omy o
2

Ast7h et o8 Hastux A5gS ALY gow
< 27 <A e} Az e 5 ok

How AEFPF £E 3 A5 5
2 (last observation carried forward) 2332 A
< A2 (cold deck) HiAZEe g o] 4317 = o). dtiAle] Ao AH
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Variables

Imputation (M=4)

Units in the survey
J‘

Figure 2.1. An example of multiple imputation.

o B4 e IvE A8FoeA BA9 dBYS 4AT 4 ATk A2 5 4 Atk A9 we
WAL 4S5 wEo] A4S 2L TS gone FHT) Babo] s FAHE BAY
2 ARA Brk. oleig A oA Ak el thaAl o)t}

Rubin (1978)°] A <+3k ﬂ—?ﬂ%iﬂéﬂ AL QhollA] A
vke] A kel el o2 7
o, Ry /HRpE T AekE 34T 5 9
om, AZ3gro] (&)Y ol A= AL 73tk =
o, detiAl ek uhkrbA] o et A2g 2] 85
T Zlo] oz}, dwkAQl 741%2—*4 PHES T4 182 + dvke Aol Ark Figure 2.1
Rubin (1988)ll4] AH&-4 cll=2, Zt AZghkol tiall M (= 4)79] tjAghs Alshe 2e BAFskaL Sl
Rubin (1987)& thEthAle] A4S th=at 2o] Al DA = A Heich

e arestr] fel st

2 7Hel FE afsty]
A

|-mL
é

(1) Al DA 2+ 253k dis) A2 oix 23S {%‘%}04 259 AR 04] SEZE 78 o
ASTEEZRE 7t A5l Wi HARES 83 £ A
ztzt M D@
(2) 24 &A: 7 Az Dol s Ashks FARAE At 4 Ae2RE doji A By
Qell & BFAFS gm oI} 3L, F4F FAFE v ol A (m=1,...,
(3) 2% DA MAe FAFES vkt 2ol 2] HF FAFH(Qu) R T4 (Tu)e T3

M M

_ am — Um
Cg]wirn:lj\47 o W;M
M 2
m b
by = Z %, T = + by + Vs

M
Rubin (1987)2 Q= Q«] B FAFoIY AFEEE AR AS $HEY, tetiAE A5
Soll (39 ARFAL A8k PAel FARA] 0 BS Suslsi,
o ulAle] oA gk A2 AFE o &R X (posterior predictive distribution) & BlEgoZ 3}
Hae] EAE Yelie 248 6, BT 3718 N, AsNA 2530 e %—T—%% X(

['

P

Naig
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A53ke] de Wrse Y(N x K)gk sk vV %C’ﬂ/ﬂ AE3ke] e F2e Yous, 2580 e F&
< Y2 32F 2, Y = {Yors, Ymis }7F T E3 X Sl A Yobe ol &3 22 Xobs, Ymis ol A
ot e Xmisth 314 2219 X = {Xobs,Xmis}E}—l_—’ #2HHATE oA FAR AR (X, Yous)E
O 2 Vi E FA5H] A3 Ao S22 s vt 2o

P(Yis | Yobs, X) = /p(Ymis | X, Yobs, 0)p(0 | X, Yons)do.

O p(B] X, Yoo ) (X, Yora)7H T2 wl, 0] AFRZoIth AWk O 92] AALEI F3)A

AFRE Al b5 AL AFRERRES TR o8 Bolth I p(Viuia | X, Yobs, 0)
(X, Yobs, 0)7h FOIHE W Yo ZAF B2, B3 07} Fol 42 w) X9 Y7He] BAE she}sh
Aol Al 28 TE9] SAolth, SAR, (X,¥)7h AL 249 MeE0 BAE Solat A
A3 47 @k TRl ZAR BE p(Youe | X, Yor, 0)014 ] ERZZ e FAHCZ 2

37T}

[*]

of o rlr 2

2.1.1. &X1817] OBUAl Y Zb K719 W52 FAFIT L & o, Yiis = {y1, 2, ..., yx } 2F
BAF 2R EE p(Yais | X, Yous, 0) & K7 W49 2AF AFEREZ 5331 v 2t}

p(}/mis | X, Yobs,g) = p(yh e YK |X7 Yob379)-

oAl AL (X, Yobs, 0)7F FoARE W, y1, ..., yxoll B e B ZAelH, °l& =2
AT 7 e s s 4 9k A ARl 2352 X (join probability distribution) & %3 F
K7He] el tist tiAlghs Al (jointly) A shs Aoz, Az 483 w= 49 = 9 A
Aol B7Fs e A-97F thit2oltk. ool nlsl, <4137 thethAle & 2 Az thAgS A3t

o g gy e AR 2¥S ARSI
p(y177yK|X obsye):pl(yl‘X7}/ob576)
x p2(yz | X, Yobs, 0,y1)

X pr (Y | X, Yobs, 0,41, .., yx—1).
olg} 7o) SRMI= 7+ 27X Ry o2 RE 3 w4y ai4doz ke A7) = AT2E
Hxol ) AjHog A o] Lolst
SRMIQ] oAl Axle= LA ghese TAE 4 k. WA 9 dozryg 15 gagse Y,

ydolet ek aEE o W 1+ )WA (1 =1,...,L — 1)oIAE dAzke oflst 22 27

B REe Ry 4o

l
fk (yl<g+1> ‘Xv %bs,eyyl1+1a .. '7y§ct117yi1+15 .- yé() .

ol AR el Aol F5T ANGS FEATHE J0lE 23 9o Gibbs sampling®] TAE
278 % ek

2.1.2. Example 2 Ao Al Raghunathan 5 (2001)0] A7FJE ZoAFS vlgto 2 3l
SRMIe| tfgt o] & Eola 2 Aol thall As R 1z} sict. tlolel7} Al 9] W (U, Y1, Y2)E
=] o] ki kAL, thad o] BOJAFES 913 dlo]EE A st
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(1) U ~ Normal(0, 1)

(2) Y1 ~ Gamma with mean = u; = exp(U — 1) and variance = 3 /5

(3) Yz ~ Gamma with mean = py = exp(—1 + 0.5U + 0.5Y3) and variance = ;3 /5

oj¢} o] AYE Akre dRE ASF o W7 Adl t=s 7P

(1) W4 Vol =gkl A5 ¢S

(2) 1] 2S R Ud &3 2X 28 2 logit(Pr(Y: is observed)) = 1.5 4+ Uel e} A
s 2744

(3) Yoo ZE AR U 1ol oEste 2X2E B logit(Pr(Yz is observed)) = 1.5 — 0.5Y1 —
0.5Ul wet A sA 27

919 L $T A V19 AZEL °F 2%, V29 BZEL F 48%oI

A1 3] 7 £ 4 (linear regression model) ¥} Box-Cox ¥ 3+ (Box-Cox transformation) %+ 11

Sslo] -2 3} o] SRMIE 480,

1) Z1 =Y —1)/M\ ~ N(ao 4+ a1U, %)

/A1~ N(bo + b1U + b1, 03)

-1)

‘:J', M Ao 7 BACA H Ao R FA T

7F n(= 100)<1 ©lole] NEE 25007 “4kek F, 2z diojEol]l thaliA follA 23t niel 2ol
@—. e AGSHA skl M(= 5)702 Al dlole AMEE AAsitt. ZF oAl diolEo] =T
log(Y2) ~ N(Bo + BiU + B2Y1,0°)2 Ag3et 5§, dojd 37 AsEz P& 73} Table 2.12
250071 & A 1071 tloleldl tiaiA AdE Azl thst =4 A o|t) g.& AA tlolHE o] 8PS
o FAE 39 ASE, v 3R A dlolE oA dolR 3 A, vt ¢ EELAE UERITH
Qum, v 47 ¢; ¢} v; 9] Fdolth. Figure 2.2 tiAl] dlolE]olA] #3317 Alr-ES 73 938
Aoz R Aol 3 AL AHES} AHATE HojFa k. 7 ofid ko] AL 7187
7} 10]al S vk AAlolth. A= HEol b ZA o &8 Jrt. thasthAl 23 443 =
BB AA HlolEE ARE3te] AR FAZke] At FARk & 4 Qi

2.2. HIO|X|Ot AEH

wo| x|k RAEF (Rubin, 1981)2 HIEFA o R AAAZE AT vl T2 ARgshes Yot <&

Hbgog BAed (Efron, 1979)2 Z7|7F ndd BE {z1,...,2,}2] ZF FZ3 1/ne] L3 715
A (weights) & ol 5| BAREE AAsto] 2717k ngl BES AASHE AL JROE Bk o]
gisf Wo| Xk RAES 7+ A5 3ko)| A= 7FA wi (1 =1,...,n)ol teh A-HEEE Dirichlet

(1,...,1)E 7Pdste Zloln, & AAf= vt 2ot
(1) FLEZ Uniform(0,1)o14 (n— 1)712] WS ubA 3 5, Ohe3} go] 0 2xj<c0 2 A},
ai,az,...,an—1

(2) 3719 ap =0, a, = 1S =718k}
(3) FLEE Uniform(0, 1) 22 0742 @5 wr, . un & AH T
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Table 2.1. Sequential regression multivariate imputation simulation results

No | ¢ q q2 q3 qa g5 Qum vy v2 vz V4 U5 | Vum
1{-120| —-1.17 -1.14 -1.20 -1.17 -1.16 | —1.17 | 0.10 0.09 0.09 0.09 0.10 | 0.09
2| —-128|-124 -134 -128 -139 -1.21| -1.29|0.11 0.10 0.11 0.10 0.11]0.11
3| —-105|-092 —-1.04 -0.81 -098 -0.98| —0.95|0.12 0.13 0.12 0.12 0.13 | 0.12
4| —-131| —-1.56 —-1.63 —-1.58 —-1.23 —1.62 | —1.52 | 0.19 0.24 0.20 0.22 0.22 | 0.21
5|-109| -103 -1.07 -1.08 -1.23 -1.07| —1.10|0.13 0.13 0.13 0.14 0.13]0.13

Bo 6|—-128|-123 -113 -1.18 -1.23 -1.29| —1.21|0.11 0.11 0.10 0.10 0.11 | 0.11
7|-116|-139 -1.11 -1.19 -122 -—-1.57| -1.30|0.16 0.15 0.16 0.16 0.17 | 0.16
8| —-128| -134 -1.06 -1.02 -1.22 -1.12| —1.15|0.11 0.11 0.08 0.12 0.11 | 0.11
9| -128| -110 -128 -1.22 -121 -1.26| —1.21|0.13 0.13 0.13 0.14 0.14 | 0.14

10| —-134| —-142 -130 -131 —-1.41 —-1.51| —1.39|0.14 0.14 0.14 0.16 0.14 | 0.15
1 0.61 0.66 0.66 0.63 0.64 0.65 0.65 | 0.11 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.11 | 0.10
2 0.43 0.51 0.42 0.51 0.43 0.53 0.48 | 0.10 0.09 0.10 0.09 0.09 | 0.09
3 0.56 0.67 0.68 0.79 0.66 0.73 0.70 | 0.11 0.13 0.12 0.12 0.13 | 0.12
4 0.58 0.39 0.29 0.39 0.63 0.29 0.40 | 0.17 0.20 0.18 0.19 0.19 | 0.19
5 0.65 0.77 0.69 0.72 0.59 0.65 0.68 | 0.12 0.12 0.12 0.13 0.13 | 0.12

A 6 0.54 0.57 0.59 0.49 0.58 0.48 0.54 | 0.10 0.10 0.09 0.10 0.10 | 0.10
7 0.70 0.54 0.71 0.60 0.60 0.52 0.59 | 0.12 0.12 0.12 0.12 0.13 | 0.12
8 0.46 0.42 0.65 0.69 0.58 0.57 0.58 | 0.11 0.11 0.09 0.12 0.11 | 0.11
9 0.66 0.75 0.71 0.62 0.76 0.64 0.70 | 0.13 0.13 0.13 0.13 0.13 | 0.13

10 0.46 0.50 0.79 0.69 1.09 0.39 0.69 | 0.14 0.14 0.13 0.15 0.13 | 0.14
1 0.47 0.53 0.49 0.58 0.61 0.54 0.55 | 0.07 0.07 0.07 0.07 0.08 | 0.07
2 0.53 0.40 0.57 0.55 0.56 0.52 0.52 | 0.09 0.09 0.10 0.09 0.09 | 0.09
3 0.42 0.39 0.40 0.20 0.45 0.43 0.37 | 0.13 0.14 0.10 0.13 0.14 | 0.13
4 0.58 0.85 1.08 1.01 0.40 1.13 0.89 | 0.30 0.43 0.34 0.39 0.38 | 0.37
5 0.29 0.23 0.28 0.40 0.54 0.32 0.35 | 0.21 0.20 0.20 0.21 0.21 | 0.20

Pa 6 0.51 0.47 0.42 0.49 0.45 0.52 0.47 | 0.11 0.11 0.10 0.10 0.11 | 0.10
7 0.19 0.48 0.05 0.35 0.32 0.81 0.40 | 0.25 0.24 0.26 0.27 0.28 | 0.26
8 0.47 0.55 0.06 0.03 0.21 0.24 0.22 | 0.16 0.17 0.06 0.18 0.16 | 0.14
9 0.28 0.08 0.21 0.18 0.13 0.15 0.15 | 0.15 0.15 0.15 0.15 0.15 | 0.15
10 0.54 0.48 0.19 0.37 0.19 0.60 0.37 | 0.19 0.20 0.19 0.23 0.20 | 0.20
(4) 919 IS5 Mo hew Pol 27 ndl FAEY ERE PTG
{zk |2k = zj,aj-1 <up <aj, k=1,...,n}

(5) (1)-(4)3g2 MY Wste] AEY BES MA A= ek
BARS Qoll thal, vlol Aok FAEALS Ao 4T AR FLAN Dt BFZFL g (m =
L., M)olet 313, o Eo] AYH 24FL Qs = XN, gu/Mol2h 34

Rubin (1981)2 o] o A8=: 745A fi = uipr — w®] ZHhgtel 1/nela LAl Bootstrapol A
AgE e A gioll vle) el AAU 28-S FHFAT.

Var(g;) = Var(f:)

e Qepdl W0l LRl Bootsrapoll A @ojl FAFET O FHopA= FFo] At (Clydest
Lee, 2001).
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Bo (R*=0.781) By (R? = 0.785) B, (R* = 0.691)
©
e
T o o o
o0 °
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- |°F
T %o
o
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Complete Complete Complete

Figure 2.2. Scatter plots of the coefficient estimates from the analysis of the complete data (z-axis) and the mean
of the coefficient estimates from the analysis of multiple imputation data (y-axis).

3. FBIAFE BhA

3
A (fully) A AAFE P Rubin (1993)¢] ARHTE 98 22 A3 Adez thEthAl 71HE 7
S(EAD) NN A A AU [IAHEAN 2hE 5 e des
AZgto g HFsto] tEgAlsty, (2) tAlE ]l AP AP ZADA DG S (simple ran-
dom sampling) 8 %325 FE5t0] AlFshs F DAE o] FoZth. Rubin (1993)°] W=, AlF% =
ANAARE AA dolEE 23eHA] orn® WAet JH7F =25 7] thds] oy, =3 oA 2
= & AdEste] dEYs Aty A A5 F AE tREe] AR R HED 4 rka Wk
. o1& B 71E wia WEol 7HE dAE SHsaL, t=d 22 ARAlFel o] npgAd
Al 288 OEAZ e BFoRA AEAEE AN 5 (1) HAE AR =5 UA 5 44
2, (2) e FES 7FssH she A2 AEEA, (3) dRbAd SAVINES A A8 5 drke

z
o
fu
o
E
%0
iy
¥
ke
i

kv

~

Sjujoll A} o]-gAFe] Hejge] I Al 2ol siFelrh.
Rubin (1987)2] tHEthAI2} fAHA &hd AAxts e AT 74 13 A2lshd t= 2o

(1) X(N x P) = A5zt /B8 G422 508 w25 o|s B4/} grkn Best a5
(2) Y(N x K) = 2] t d22A2 dojA= ARE oA MEARRT} 2EFoMe e
v is=]

3
4

(3) Yops = Y F AEZ AP A 2349 (included) 7AA1S) B2 218
(4) Yais =Y T AEZ2AMNA A2 H (excluded) A v 2k5
(5) Xobs = X % Yousoll t&5 & 2=

(6) Xmis = X T Yiis©l -85 +E A5,

o]ZHE AARE FAo 2HE BFo] 4 BRHIEZ Yine(= Yobs); Yexe(= Yanis), Xine(= Xobs),
Xexc(: Xmis)—% 7\}%{5]—_‘1:_% '5‘]—;&1}]—,
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________________________ 1
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Figure 3.1. An example of generating fully synthetic data.

Figure 3.1 92 AAA2 T2E HolFE oAlojth 47 AAARE APe] BAFA bt A=
Yo® BEROE 2731, T3] AFASREZTH Ve 2 A4 AT

P(Yexc | Yinc: X) = p(}/exc ‘ X» YinC7 9)17(0 ‘ X7 Yirxc)d9~

—

HAEE B8 F Xexc 2 ZHE AR (Xexe, Yexe) AN BHFZE A ES A F T o, tHthA <]
o] &3 A stte] HEE AlFsh= 2ol okl vt 2ol o7l tloje HEE

i Eaci=
(X Yie) 5o (X2 VL)
ojuf AR Qo et FEL2 ot} B BUFAY Qut B4t FAH TrZ o83 Z43AE
v o 2 3t} (Reiter, 2002; Raghunathan, 2003).
M ¢ Mo
Qum = M UM = M
m=1 m=1
M
(gm — QM)2 1 _
= T 1+ —)—
by mZZI W—1 P=bnm (14 i UM

3.2. 2 AMoAX=2

oAl Ao SHd AEAE = TgHs BE gl dis] At
ok Byo] - SJEH |, RYo] AR JHEH A #

T U= EAE 7HAL o]9f Little (1993)& =&A|o17} 223 42 W
A5 QA el A T tiAl & S Albetar o]
AAANEE 29Tl =2 Ay € JHA] s vh 3k
A AFE 25 Aol RE FAE FRELS =9

L e H‘i mlu

2k i fﬂ%%ﬂl A= Z] %}% Zkg el
- dol et & AR

30
;
<?
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o AP ABARE AT} MSAA, 2 AT FAL ok} T BARS Qo) T FES
ool 2 ERFAHE Qu B4t FH T, o] §3 AALE v 2 3t} (Reiter, 2004).
M ¢ Mo
QM:m:IM’ UM:”mZ:IM
M
(qm - QM)2 bym
g = T, =—
b mz::l M1 i + m
HA Qs D], B4 A T, 7F 34 F(positive)d] g2 7HA A T

59 R dlolE] A= A4 B,

(2) (el A4E 7 A delgaEd tg Mol AAdes Adad. o u, DY (r =
L. R, m=1,...,M)E rital tha] dlolejol s A4 miA Adx el 3.

(3) oI5k 2ol A48 F L= Rx MRS A=ol sfaf L4 AABeh 2 L4001 ol g w2
Qoll Th% A FABI B4 FARE gy, of ol T w), AYFAL ket Ak

R M q(r) R q(T)
QMR:ZZ(MR): R’

r=1m=1 r=1

R M (7«)

FARS Qo U HF F4F Qun
2003).

rlo
ot
=1
)

4. MR 2pdo| M Al

HolAe AR 2o Al 7ol tsf doE st gt Az deEe 3

AlA AtgE, Q) e 719l e AES ofF AR SAst] 7EEn dibH R o2d 2t
€ o8 71@elA s dAS] Jenz, et 3 WeEte] #AE & HEske AdAs
Agshs Aol Sasith. wWiZe AdAE 4 tder fAFer IHFHE AoE 44T
, BAA RS T = AR F2E HES] ARARE sk 2ol Hids] e BT
gt o] ARE Eol AdARR e A AA ol 5 9

o},

o ko bUooY iz
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4.1. =24 98 K2e| &

Abowd®} Woodcock (2001)14 47|38t Z3~ 1§ 5= ZH2~9 574 (Instut National de
la Statistique et des Etudes Economiques: INSEE)o|A %31 7)¢1e] 1873 3 7|42 7]
E 52 A3 AAA AR 840 =rin AdHEh w2 Abowd 5 (1999)E mixed effect
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6. Conclusion
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