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Likelihood Method in NMAR Missingness

Yutaka Kano*

RIME T — & AT B TR A A = X 5% MAR(missing at random) T & ¥ HigHHIHE
HNZEEL v, BB R TR RBEIA A = X L2 HRAAREREIC L 2RAEZERTHILTH
B35, T OFFHEICIZERIC S BEMIC S RENEL B Z EMS. 22T, KRSCTIRRE A
AZALZHRCACTICHENT 2 FE2#Em T 2. $TRUIC, BEERETLICE LT,
KPR 73 = X BHNEAERBUMKTF T 5 £ 9 MAR TRORBENCEWT, REIXAH =X L%
BOEEEERAELZRET S, AAEIETOIXA—YO-BHfEREZBRT 5.

DEIC MAR &£HOEMEZHA S, MAR BEBERAHEEN —BELET 2O D755
IBE R, BN XD BuREZREL Z0EE2H#NS,

It is difficult to draw statistical inference for data with missing values when the missing-data
mechanism is not MAR (missing at random). Typically one can apply the method of likeli-
hood with a missing-data mechanism to analyze such data. The likelihood method, however,
encounters difficulties with identifying an appropriate model for the missing-data mechanism
and with model identification or numerical optimization. Thus, we discuss the estimation
problem without explicit use of missing-data mechanisms for not MAR missingness. First, a
modified direct likelihood method is proposed to estimate a linear latent variate model with
not MAR missingness. The method is shown to provide consistent estimators for all model
parameters.

The MAR is known to be merely a sufficient condition for the direct likelihood MLE to
be consistent. Weakening the MAR condition is explored, where the consistency still holds.
Several properties of the weakened MAR condition are discussed.

F—U—F: REAH=XL, EREAER, —BHEE, WNREROEAWHE, FKMHECSH
N, BRVEIR T O ATRE

1. FUHIC

AT —% &, BWEE L TRONZOLT—F DI L2 00, WDPD/NY —
vHH B, WBINCIE, REME (RIEfE) 7—7% (missing data), Z LT, 715410 P

* RIRRF ARG TR ORRIAAEIR : T 560-8531 Erprif3EILHET 1-3 (E-mail: kano@sigmath.es.osaka-
u.ac.jp).
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T =5 DITN—Te ERBEDOE T —F (coarse data) 23 % (e.g., Schafer (1997), %
I (2002)).

KB T — & BRITIC B W TR BIIE RS 2 & e N TORIMFEIED S 2 R
JIR S = AL ) —D3EBELGEEHZR-T, Lrl, £$TE I, REUXA=XLZIE
LKEFYV VT THILDRETHE I ENEL, BLETAZREL LS ITHTEE
WA TER WA, TAPELES W) [fEDH 5 (e.g., Tang et al. (2003, p. 750)).
B, T ZRBRA D ZALBETIMETELE L TOHEICHRESEL 2. Thbt,
REIA S =X L EDTETINVOHATE TR W L35 5 (e.g., Ibrahim et al. (2001)).
A CELELTHHBINDPT/ I L0355 (e.g., FFN - FFEF (2013)). 29 Vo 2RO T
TiE, DLARTH 2%, RUMA A=A LGS Z L (HKRD 5837 X —5 2 HEH]
THIEWLEE LV, 2D DBFHISHH MAR (missing at random) TdH % (Rubin
(1976), Little and Rubin (2002))), LA L, MAR 138 L WEEET, BIOEATE 2 &1
RS, 28, MARDEIZLZWE E, RHEIX A =X L51d NMAR (Not MAR) & Wb
nas,

DL MBI L T 2007 7u—F2H5, —DoHIE, REXH=ZXL%M
W, BEZBIEL D, 58487 — N7 (complete case analysis, CCA) Z w7z ) LT,
NMAR QKRBT =8 O FTHRD 587 A =5 D—HEBZWMIT 25D TH2. %
& 213 Chen (2001) % Tang et al. (2003) 3% %. Allison (2002) ¥ I EEDHTIZE VT
CCA ZHEEL Tw 5, DI, REEIITEED CCADB—BHERZMNT 258035
5. L»L, 2T —7% (complete case) 23% < w\WE#, CCA OHEELNEIKIRIZ S
YEBIERERL TELRITIUIR S Vv, KX TIRE 38T, WIEEAKETVICE
WC, NMAR CTHBRHENIA A= XLDTTBHENARE L %2 5, KPR A=A L%
BWBIELEEZIRET 5.

“OH®DO7 7u—F13 MAR &EOREMTH S 5. MAR F—BHEED 7 0 D+ 5AF
IR ET, NI MAR BT 2 2 EDTHETH 5. R 4 8iCld Ry
FERRR L ZOWEZFARS,

Zofp7 7u—F L LT, NMARD FTORHA A =X L2 H W MLE IZAEL %
NA T AZBGRINCFHE L, A TAZEP I 270D FIAUTLREL 2 HEBH B, N
AT ARY DI DFBE L THBIZEEIE (e.g., Ibrahim et al. (2001), Graham (2003))
DHD, Fie, EENRTEL L TRESHDIH S (e.g., Daniels and Hogan (2008)).
o7 7 —FIFHOBRITHERL 72\,

R

D w7 — ¥ DA 1x CAR (coarsend at random) & Wb i3 (Heitjan and Rubin (1991), Tsiatis (2006)).
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2. S ERERAMTE

A CEARLEZEL THVIER LT ZRT. p RLOBHEBDOHER~7 b Lz
Y =[Y,...,Y,) £, ZOfEER%E Y (CRP) £ 75, Y QBRI (KH) HE2 +LE
R=[Ry,....,R)) £33, T4Hbb, ViR @A) DEER, =0(1)TH%, Y DR
AN —vDRBEL(1<L<2?):l, ROMHB2fEE rO 1<<L) T3, 1
Lz0E, r® =11,...,1] 1358487 — % (complete case) ZFKT .
J%m%é%E@kwﬂ&—VV%wTﬁﬂﬁﬂ%wﬁ%%ﬁT%ﬁﬂ&?% b
b, DY 3 LEHORMAY =1 T%ﬁﬂ*ﬁ«?%wfﬁ%.DwY%}’ L
< \_kipa’?)% F7, (BHORMAY —VITBIT B REEHR 7 vz YY) 8L

FEAEDERTY = (Yobs, Yus) = (YO, YT (0 =1,... L) THBY, B, HEEN

NV OEBREIZOWTH ARy, (D 2 3REEE AV

(Y, R) DFEIF 34 %
P(Rzr@ )f@w% 0=1,....L,yc) (2.1)

0c ©(CRY, p=1[0,7)€e = (CRT)

LEC Y O Y 3R ICBOTHIEE Y, BERFE f(y|0) 13 Y x 0 K BWCEEE
ED, VIROIKELRZWSDET S, KwLTIE f(y|0) 13— RN 2500 &
T 505, UTOHRIMEDHEETHHIIT 5.
Y O THB Y'Y o5tz

o (y910) = / FwO)dy 0, =1L

LEL BB, YORELEF— YD LEEBOEZHBIBLVLDLDET 2,
St Z HER

P(R:rwhﬂzw¢) 0=1,...,L (2.2)
P(R=rOlY" =y®ip), =1,..L (2.3)

#EZ 5. (2.2) ZREIA H =X L (missing-data mechanism) &), BRI NE 223, &
FIC(23) BRFPAA=ZAL L XIENDE I EVDH 5,
R A H = X 1 H MAR (missing at random) TH 5 & %

P (R =rO|y = y;cp) =P (R =rO|y¥ = y(e);cp) ,

t=1,...,L,yc), pc= (2.4)

) BHEEET Yo ’?/\?ﬁﬂfﬁ%%@‘ Ypis 13 LIFLITHV S NEBEIZI2 DP9, UL, BENICER
IH Y K/XDOFERICAETH 206 0RW (e.g., Seaman et al. (2013)).
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DIEALT B & ZICE D (e.g., Rubin (1976), Little and Rubin (2002), & (2002))3). MAR
DIESE L 72\ & &, NMAR (not MAR), %7z MNAR (missing not at random) & \»
9. MAR % (2.2) D&M SHEED 0 1ITIRFEL 20 L &Y, KHlX A = X 23 EETTRE
(ignorable) & W15 (e.g., Little and Rubin (2002, p. 119), Lu and Copas (2004)).

MARZ, YO 2527 FCREY ) LU EHITHSE 2 L -BICHKL %
WILICEETS., Lyl »O LYY EEIL TuE»6THS, L DHhDH
WKBWTRELVR 5415 (e.g., Seaman et al. (2013, p. 260)).

58, L=20&E 3B EKMEAT STRZDSLT 5. ERE, MAR &fF

P(R:r“)]Y:y;go) :P(R:r(‘f)]Y“’) :y(e);go), yeY, pe=
DR DALTE, W% 1SS kD,
P(R:r(gl)’Y:y;ga) :P<R:r(£,)\Y(€) :y“);cp), yey, pc=
ZWERTES, TITU)=(1,2)or(2,1) TH%. 2Oz
R || YS9 |y®W =12 (2.5)

#1329,

Y L R2DLECIEBTEERRN MV Z 2EAL, ZZ25Z7TTY & R EDFEMTE
ML CHBIERRET S, ZE2E5ALTTO (Y,R) DGfi% P(R=1rY92)fy 2(y|2)
&L, ZORANE fr(2) £T 5. 68, TITIENIXA—YEEML TS, DL
%, (Y,R) DY,

/P(R =r912) fy1z(yl2) fz(2)dz, €=1,...,L, y€Y (2.6)

ERTIENTE S, ZTDETIN% shared-parameter model & F V>, —#IZ, ZDRH
A B Z A LIE MAR THWIZ EBHI SN TV 5 (e.g., Albert and Follman (2009), Kano
and Takai (2011)). Creemers et al. (2011) I shared-parameter model DILEKE 7L 2 7E
#£ L T\ %, shared-parameter model 2 & % KBl X /1 = X MIIEHELEE TV L EBEESED
B\, RFSCTIEE 3 HICIRELRETVERD RT3,

RS (2.1) 25 DY A4 X n OPVZRA—EELRZ (Y1, Ry),..., (Yo, Ry,) EEFL. K
% & EEAE (DR Y1, Ry),. .., (DR Yn, Ry) EB I EHTES,

3) MLE MEMEICHERINRT 27004 L LTI, @ PWEE—FICBVWTIOERABHITE2ZLETHAT
H3, UL, BEZERNTHE L0, HitZOEHLESR o 13837 A —F 2 Z DERDOR L Lk,

4) parameter separation ¥ 7213 parameter distinctness 2SI T % LV 9. RN TIEBEABOMSIZIEER
Th <, L% 7T, parameter separation {3{KE L &2 \>,

5 || & Dawid DFEE L EbN, (MM E) HZOBIREET (e.g., Lauritzen (1996, p. 28), Dawid (1979)).
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ZODEMT EMHERZ
Oly; ) =P (R:r<f>1Y:y;<p), 0=1,....L
m, 0 (rOy©; @) =P (R: P8y = <e>;¢,>

/m |y, f(y\cp) dy(_z)‘, {=1,...,L
foo (¥ e)

LEL.
INoDEENDTT, Tl 2BHEOLEZEERT 3.

FLn () =HmR¢(R¢|DRiY;<P)fR4-(DRiYi|9) (2.7)

DL,(6) =[] fr.(Dr.Y:(6) (2.8)
=1

ZIT, DR Y EDLER, fr,(Dr,Yil0) =1 HET 2, (2.7) ZRERA D=L %EE
DI AETH D, Full Likelihood & X 5Z E12F 5, (2.8) ERHR A= XL E2EDROEE
T Direct Likelihood—E#LE L9, &8, #%HIF Observed-Data Likelihood, Full-
Information Likelihood & X ¥t 5 Z L 43% % (e.g., Arbuckle (1996), Schafer (1997)). X
HIX A= XLZIEL CRETEIE, BRBMELR EQEREEDT T, FL, (@) ZBRAICT
LR @ IZEME e D—HHEEEL RS, 72, £ MAR OTFTIX, s & DRI
DT T, DL,(0) ZEAICT 2 0 13E(ME 0 O—HEE R £ 7% % (Rubin (1976), Little
and Rubin (2002), %l (2002), Takai and Kano (in press)). &#, AKX T, (2.7)
7cld (28) ZRAICT AL LTEDONLHERET MLE L LS Z LICT 3,

3. BEEXHTETINOXRAERRE

ETEZEH (latent variable) ZH# 9 E T WVIXAE CERTH 5. WHELEE T NLITIZ WL
DPDN—D DB, —DIF 20 MICAITHICBFE S NI RFoHE TV (Spearman (1904))
EZNEFEREIEEETERE T (e.g., Bollen (1989), Hoyle (2012)) TH 2, ¥ 9
— DR EBRETEIER TBAITICB W TESL T2 7 V¥ ARR (70 y 7E1E, eg., Searle
(1971)) TH Y, Znz2HEI L (WF) IBREETNVTH S (e.g., Laird and Ware (1982),
McCulloch et al. (2008)). EFEFEH I N TV 2 HERANEAEZBIIERZERESGE T
ZRHET 5 (Muthén (2002)). &£ H EHilhid L LSS HB BHELHTH 3. BEE
BETNVIZBT 2 REMERTEIZ S K DX TR I N T % (e.g., Muthén et al. (1987),
Arminger and Sobel (1990), Jamshidian (2004), Yuan and Lu (2008), Savalei and Bentler
(2009)).

AHiTlX Kano and Takai (2011) ICfEVy, TRECTER X N2 HIPBELEE 7L (Linear
latent variate model, LLVM) D RJIEREZEZ 5. Y 2 p KTOBHEH N2 + v, Z,
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% kg RILOWTEEBRT MV (g=1,...,G) THWIZHME, e % p XILDIRENT L
E L, TEEODETNR2EZ S,

G
Y =p+> A(NZy+e (3.1)
g=1

E(Z,)=0, E(e) =0, V(Z,) =2, V(e) =¥ =diag(¢11,...,¥Ypp),
Cov(Zy,e) =0, Cov(Zy,Z,) =0, g#h,

E[(Z,Z4)’] <o, E [(e'e)’] < oo

DL E

E(Y)=p
G
Y) =3 Ag(N)BAGN) + T (= 5(6), say), (3.2)
g=1
6 =[Nt U, 0(1)' -, 0(P6) ]

285, ZIT, AMEsKILDRT FART X =%, AX) & p x kg DITHIMERIE T,
Z LT, v(-) & vec-operator (Magnus and Neudecker (1999)) TH 5. %7z, o, (IS
b7l EERRELTE L., LLVM FH47% LISREL € 7L (Joreskog and Sérbom
(1993)) ® EQS € 7L (Bentler (2006)) %2 EDIF LA EZEBRTE L LHARETNTH S
(Browne and Shapiro (1988), Anderson (1987, 1989)). %%, G =1® & & LLVM I3
AEFIERIF 2 H7E 7V (confirmatory factor analysis model; CFA) 25§,

T, BREBERZ PLVY ICRADECZELEY). BB TOERLRE 20| kK
. ERMEDORED T TERMZERAZ bV D (Y OHERIIAIZ

Ny (Dr(e)y ‘ Doy, DT(Z)E(H)DN),)

TH5, 22T, pO BERESY = rO LB THEIS NI ERDETH S, Y1 AnD
A (DR Y1, Ry),...,(Dr,Yn,Ry) B5A60TVWREL, [;={1<i<n|R;=r?}
L L

EEHEL, 2 [ DEROPE TS, ZDLE, U[g:{l,...,n}, ZL7T, Zne:n

/=1 /=1
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Thd, ZDOIEFD T, Direct Likelihood &

DLWJU:IIN(D&Yi

D, DR, %(0) DR, )

-
It
—_

1 (R; = r03 NVpio) (Dr(e) Y,

D i, D) 5(0) D, 0) ')

ii
I,

I I
e 1
M-

Nyo (Dyo Y

Doyt D) E(G)Dr(m') (3.3)

o
I
—

i€

0= [)\I, ’(/)11, v awpp’ U((I)l)/, “ . ,’U(@G)/]/

by
Y

t7% %, (3.3) 55, Direct Likelihood (& LHD KM NS —v % LIEOREREEZ 1%

BEM ORI & A% TH 5 L0305 (Muthén et al. (1987), Satorra (2002)). 7
B, IRXTORTA—%0 & p ZRENRTHEL TWE I LITEET 3.
RDOIER < .

Al. Zi,...,Zg, e lZB\IZHRAT

A2. (Zy,...,25) 2527 TT R LY 35 &7 (shared-parameter model)
G

A3. P(R=7|Z\ = z1,...,Z¢ = za) = [ | hy(r|2,,7,6)
g=1

Hiffi TR 72 & 912, shared-parameter model 7» & E 215 Kl X 5 = X L1 NMAR T
H5, RERAH =X LPBEEBIEET 2T NVIEE L ORITRYTH S LEbN S,
7 2, BERNBREE TV (e.g., Fuller (1987)) TIREDEHIINHTIRAEZE-> T L »HE
M wikilzl ). b5, BAEE=HOEH+HAE TH5. REUAH=X L
FREZEATEBHZBICHEIND LEZ DI D OBRET YV —DEDOER (BEER)
KRE T2 LEZZHPERTHA ). %8, BELEEFNVELTEY 25 —7% CFA
(G =1) D%f, RE A3 IZTETH %, Kano and Takai (2011, Section 6) IF{KE A3 IZ
DWTHEKNZEFLEHGTERL TV 2,

FEROREDT T, ROEREHS,

R%Z52Z27:T7T Zy, ..., Zg, e B OIS ZRANT

G
E(YIR=r")=pu+ Y A, (=n®, say)
g=1

G
xawR:M%ZE:%@m?%uy+m(:mm%,mﬂ, (3.4)
g=1
!
Nwz[AQ%MH.J@”MQPYP”,MQ§Y}, ¢=1,....L
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22, VW= EZ)R =70 £ 0P =V[Z,)R=7D]THD, Thbi(32) DETF
NDINTRA=FTHD0 ERHADZALEZBET 587 X =5 LRHRT 2 EMAEE%
boTws, - ZITE, ZOMEZEAL THENETLELTRIZLEET S, MDD
ED S, BEEBEOMSEZRKEL 72 LLVM(3.1) 1¥, R=r
MR- LIVM I8 5, 720 b,
THL TV 2 eI L.

DLEick D, () REZTEO LI ICERTIUL, T X—=F (A, .., b)) D
BHEEWHRETH D BT 5.

@ DT H ALK O
LIVM X RIZX 2540 v ) BBIEICE L

L
QDL(O,M) = H H Ny (DT(E)Y

{=11iely

/
M: [“(1)/7"'7I’L(L)/:I ?

LoD 209D ') (3.5)

’ ’ L)/ L /,
o [A’,zpu,...,wp,,,v(@g”) @Dy @) ,...,v(@gn]

MAR DBXIZi#H T & % Direct Likelihood (3.3) & #T L WL (3.5) 2§ 5 &,
(3.3) 1 (3.5) IKEWT

p = = (or v = 0)
1 _ L _
o) =...=0ll) g=1..G

BAHRIEMMT 22 Ltk TRoNE 2 L2005, Thbh, (3.3) BRHALY -
Wl TEEINLEREFMIZBVT TRT ORI RX—YZHETIDICHLT, (3.5)

=8B DT A= (A i, ) DHEEFEET S, WINOEED, SEM OEVER
7y LTHNARETH 5 (FFE - = (2002)).

KBRS — B 2BEEROTH VY = E[Z,|R=rY] &

g=1
ZRATAZEICES>THEET A I EWNTE S, ZOLE, BHELBOTBITIIV(Z,) = @4
BTROARICL > THIETE S,

=V(Z,) = E[V(Z,|R)] + V[E(Z,|R)]

L L
_ Z =r®)0® + 3" P(R=r) ¥ — p) (v — ),
=1
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(3.4) 225, YAV A RBIRL 25457 — 212 X BM8HT (CCA) bHHETSH S 2 L35y
% (Kano and Takai (2009)). 772 L, WIEABDIHATI &, DHEEITIINA 7 A9
U, ¥/, —MGRE LT CCA IZKBENEDL 5.
BEEBOFEEBAEOREL ZE L CTHE L 2T NE7% o nv, #ERDHNL DA
7 EE D TARGH A EDFMIZ OV TIE Kano and Takai (2011) 22 I 720,

4. MAR FHOEM

FFEF (2011) & Kano (2013) 13 MAR £ D550 FERDSEMAZREREL 7-.

L L
d P (R =rO)y® =4, so) <: > mw Py 90)) =1, ye), p€e=
£=1 =1

(4.1)
ZDEEE, ARy IRELRVERTHS I L LHETH S, EHEE, MHEZES &
L L
/ZP (R =rOy® =40, 4.0) flylp)dy => P (R =rfp) =1 (4.2)
=1

=1
Z2B/T, EH=1THLILEWBRINS,

(2.4) D MAR 5% (4.1) DREANATHIE, TRTOYY Y @S #b Y (4.1)
DIRALT B 2 VBB ITHEDID 515, MAR DFM4E LEOKL SBRINTWEDIZ
HLT, @) E—20RTHBIEhsd, (41) X MAR EHLT, Sk L bBFEN
i, EDHOEHFTHL I EPEBEINS,

M (4.1) DT T Direct Likelihood (2.8) 23— EEZ EAZT I LI, BHH TR
INns.

REfid, BARNCE 2EHOER LB 2T S/, T, Y x 0 1T f(y|0) > 023K
EEINTBE I LICEERT 3.

W41 p=2 L=4, Y=Y, R=[R,R)) ¢t L, REIXA=ZXLZTET
52%.

P(R = (4,5)|y1,v2) = 9i5(11) + haj (v2), (4.3)
0<gi5()<land 0<hy(ye) <1, 4,5=0,1, [y, €
M (4.1) 13
P(R=(L,1)|y1,y2) + P(R=(1,0)|tn) + P(R = (0,1)[3) + P(R=(0,0)) =1 (4.4)

ERD, INBBIETEIC gi(n) & hij(ye) BEDZENTES, o, 420K

go1(y1), h1o(y2), go0(y1), hoo(y2)
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MIRTCEHEBTH B EE, /2, ZOLEIZBERD, REAHDZALITMAR 425,

SERA 4.1 (4.3) 2 MAR &#E% 572 T D DEHEIRES HTH 3.
ﬁﬁ() < c1,0 < 1/4 %i&),

0<gnly) <c, 0<hp(y) <ecoy, Vyi,p| €y (4.5)
%;7‘713?—55& gm(yz), hlo(yl) ’5: & %) T%EEE@E@%(%ES@KJ: O’Cﬁ%—;‘%a)

g11(y1) + g10(y1) = c2 — E[h1o(Y2)|Y1 = y1]

(4.6)
hi1(y2) + hoi(y2) = c1 — Egoi (Y1)[Ya = v
NG RENENRRE[0,00] & [0, c1] IIE 5TV B 5,
1

Zgij(yl) = (Cz — E[ho(Y2)|Y1 = @/1]) + gor(y1) + goo(y1) = 3 (4.7)
4,7

Z hij(1y2) = (61 — Elgn(Y1)]Y2 = y2]> + h1o(y2) + hoo(y2) = % (4.8)
(%]

DEILT % £ D1, goo(yr) & hooye) ZED S Z EWTES, MEICKD, >ii(9i5(y1) +
hij(y2)) = 1 £ 5% 2 EDyinote. Gk (4.4) 27T 2 L RHERT 5. HIE
(gn(yl) + hu(yz)) + E[Qw(}ﬁ) + hio(Y2)|Y1 = yl}
+ E[gm(Yﬁ + ho1(Y2)|Y2 = y2} + E{goo(yl) + hoo(YQ)]
= g11(y1) + g10(y1) + E{hm(Yg)m = yl]
+ P (y2) + hot(y2) + E[gm(Yl)le = yz}
+ E[QOO(YI) + hoo(Yé)]
=ctot E[goo(Yl) + hoo(Yz)J =1
DY Lo, REOERIZ, (4.7) L (4.8) DMBUDHRHMEZ IO AT 5 2 LIC X OV ES
/o ns, O

DS DB & 9IS, FefF (4.4) 2B TEIE gi5(v1) & haij(ye) 1S3 H O HBIEDS
H5. EBE (45) & (4.6) &, ESOHREEZ 5 FUE, (DRED) gnly), ho(ye),
gii(y1) (or gio(y1)), hai(ye) (or hoy(ye)) HAEHICIRO NS Z L 2R,

ROGEL, BANENT MAR 23GD MAR LRMEICR S 2 E03H B E2MT,

6 D4 DEBOBRIRICIEHEND L. MOAREFNUT LW,
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@842 p>2, L=270=[,..,1 3%, Thbb, YV=Y. Z0LH,
MAR ¥ 4f% (4.1) ZFETH 3.

GEEA 4.2 9
PR=rO)YY =y =P(R=rV|Y =y)=1- P(R=7P|Y =y)
Thsd, ZORZEME (41)MUAT S E
PR=7rP)Y =y)=P(R=rP|)Y® =¢?) yecy
15, O

YO BReF—y oL E, (=115 MAR &M IREBTH 255 MAR DGR
DEBIIL-1=1¢ %%, L7ddoT, 4.2 ORWTEEHAROEBBEFEL W L
5, EEEETFRINAFEREOEAS. L, M43 WARTLIIL, L=20DLk
ETH MBI Z DOFEMEEIZRAZL 22\,

RN T — & AT D BEEE 22 W RIS HER (causal inference) 734 % (Rubin (1974, 1978)).
5 % RHEM D o BIEAME X 7B % HIREE (X =0) KB D 17 & ZFDREEER V),
MERE (X = 1) 1B D fHI 7 & SOREER Yo £ 9%, EIDMFISEERL ZRST,
7z, OEDDERIZIZELS—HOADBENMNITRTHS LTS, ZORER, L
213, BBOREEARD EE, —ANOPBFICHEE (WERF) LRI (72137 7Rk
#ONER) OMEEZE)MTE I EP BRI AARETHLBELKMRL T0E, 0D
LE, VN ERERYL,DEL 0BT RHEIT 2 & )R CTHALEZTO R TNIE LS
$, THFKR#ERDOEARIIFIE (fundamental problem of causal inference) & FH 1T
v>3% (e.g., Holland (1986)). 7%, I I CHZRTAE X ZBH (KH) HELER L
HAETHDZ LICERT S,

BHE, ZOREO T CHREHGRZ IR E T 5720, i\ ER THEAREE (strongly ignorable,
SI) L XIZNBIREER B, HEBEZRITHERRI L2 Y3 L, YViBE5EZ50KLTT,
X & (Y,Ys) EDSEMENEMT, Thbb X || N,Y2) | Y3 THELEE, REIAH=
A LIFFROER CHEETEE & 9 (e.g., Rosenbaum and Rubin (1983), #F%F (2003), &=)II
(2004), 2B (2009))). &, (SI) 1Z MAR O+&HETH B, ROMEICEVWTY; &
22TH LW,

kD IEREICE, FUMOKEAREE T520 0< P(X =11Y3 =y;) < 1 B3EEPEINTHS, Lk
S TRARLTOL ) ICHER YV BREZEE 20 I EZKE L TV 5%, Rubin (1978) Tl Y3 I
RlZFT LD —RLREETE > T 5,
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W 4.3 p>2t L, pRILBIHIAEEKNRZ PLEY = [V,Y,, YY) 5%, KRl$y—
v L=2tL, PV =[10,1,...,1),»® =[0,1,1,...,1] £ T3, ZDLE, ROE
BRCHEGITTRE (SI), MAR, &fF (4.1) 3 TRHDOIIICERT I LN TE 3,

(SI): R L (11,Y2) | Y3

R Yi| (Y5, Y
MAR: ALY [ (Y2, Y3) (4.9)
R_| Y| (Y1,Y3)
R YilY
St (4.1): ALY (4.10)
R || Y5|Y3

E 518, (SI) & MAR ERMETH Y, —MIZEAE (4.1) 13 (SI) ® MAR X h 55w,

iEAA 4.3 MAR D5

PR=mOYi =y, Yo =1,Ys=1y3) = P(R=rV|Y1 =y, Y; = y5)
P(R=rY; =y, Ys =1, Y5 =y;) = P(R=rOVy =1, Y3 = y5)
THY, L=2D&E MARDPEHM ST (4.9) ZEHET 2 Z L1, (2.5) KBV THEIC T
LTw3, 7, ZO05MM &M (4.9) & (ST) 2’FfETH % Z L1 block independence
lemma & K31, K HISN/@ETH 2. 7% & 21F Whittaker (1990, Proposition 2.2.5)

PN (1997, EH 2.3) A K.
DEIC (4.10) ZRY. FAF (4.1) 1F
P(R = 'r(l)D/l - y17Y3 - y3) + P(R = ,,,(2)‘}/2 = Yo, Y3 - y?,) - 1a [3/17927 yé]/ S y

EFTS. EAE1EHIZ Yy & oy, DBEE, AF2HIT y &y, DEBTH DY, o
DRPERTH 5720, ZRZFNOWEIFZ y &y KREKFELRWI LIRS, ko7

P(R=7r"Y1 =y, Y3 =y5) = P(R=rV|Y5 =1y
BHRALT S, L=2TbHb305
P(R=rPY1=y,Y3=y;) = P(R=rP|Y; =y,

BHEON, RLEY) WEAMNSHILTHL I LEVWRING,
BRI, &&AF (4.1) 225 (SI), Tabb, AAoAmdmsrits o R 3A6 Oz Hs
B RWI LEHS»TH S, & ZiE, Whittaker (1990, p. 31) IZRBIDSH 5, O

8 ZMEAEHNIAET 5 22 DOBIEFIE graphoid & ) REWEE 2 A7), 20T, KD T
P 7B 3 intersection & KIFN T2 HDTH S, FHMllld Studeny (2005) 2SR N7\,
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MAR 7%» & B\ IR DM ATREME (ST) 2381 2 2 L3 HEEICiET 59,

TRED, BEEMITIZRM (4.1) 3 MAR K D52 3ot Linl, EXICL =2
DEER, IBHEZNSDECEFRTE L VATEEMEIXH 5. Rubin (1978) X FEHERIC
BEWTTE2) HOBOLEZH/LE T2, MELITET =207 —A%2RK>7biFT
HDHM, T>3DEEIZ, MAR E50F (4.1) 13, 4.3 DX ) RHEREROSMA &M
SIS Ko TR T B 2 LIxTERV, 51T, (SI) & MAR IXFEfETIEZR L, 29X
2 ODWEEE XA 2 EH®RLDH 5,

T, REMEF— ¥ BT OHEMAEICB LTS £F (4.1) EHATHZ 2 LE2BAT
%. Molenberghs et al. (2008) 1%, REWRAHZALHBNMAR TH 2 L E, o7z FA—
D#EE%EL (Y, R) DRSS TMAR 2R THDEEE L=, 51k, 27k MAR
counterpart & XA 7. DL TIE, (2.1)-(2.3) DFEEZBEEL N5 XA —F 3BT 5, %
1o, BMERAISZRT 2720, f (YY) & m o (rOyD) KBTI BRAF o 2EET 5.

(Y, R) DEIR7H %

m(rOy)f(y), ¢=1,...,L, yeY (4.11)

LEE, ZOGHPSELNBREIX =X L1 NMAR TH 5 & T 5. Molenberghs et
al. (2008) (X [FIFR534A (4.11) © MAR counterpart %

m(r®ly®)f(y), £=1,...,L, ye¥ (412)

(—£)

WEkoTEELREY, 2T
f(y)
(

m(r(/f)|y(£)) — /m(r“)!y)f y(f))dy

ThD, (4.12) PHERESHETHSL I L, 2L, (4.11) & (4.12) 12D & AE (Full Like-
lihood) 23— T 5 Z L 2 BHICHERTE 5,
IR - FFEF (2013) R Z AL 7z,

RR 4.4 AR (4.12) 225 8N RYPRX 7 = AL MAR TH 5 720 DME+47
G (41) BREINBIETHE, Thbb

L
S mEr@y®) =1, yey (4.13)
/=1

TH 5,

9 BB (2009, p. 44) 13, HEBREFHOISAICE G TIE MAR & (SI) EENICSHE L BRRT» 3,
10) Molenberghs et al. (2008) DFFZ A2 & ((9) K& (10) R), MAR counterpart i¥ FED & H 10 ET 3,

FOrO) £ (rO) f(y 0 |y®))

TN (4.12) LRAFETHBE LRI IR B,
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JEE 4.4 Molenberghs et al. (2008) 1355 (4.13) ZHHZE L Tz, ZOMm@ED S
EA RS m(r©y) f(y) 1N LT (4.12) 25 MAR counterpart 127 2 b1} Tld
W EDHEING.

SRR 4.4 (Y, R) DRI (4.12) TEZ 6B L E, Y DRADH g(y) &

L
Zm (r9)y) (4.14)
/=1
Thb., (412) & (4.14) &P
_HR:MmW:y%:mMMWMV@>: m(r©y®) '=1,...,L
9(y) S m(r@]y®)’ v

—77
~ mr Oy ) f )
[ 9(y)dy=*)
_ ey ) ry )
J £) g m(r@]y©)dy—¢
THB, LEDoT, RMAHZLXLHMAR TH27dDFEME, N6REELT
L L
/ff(y) ( <“>|y“)>) =), C=1,.. L yey (415)

&b, L35 T, (413) BXMAR D+ MICHR 2 2 LIZHL L TH B,
DEWZIRT, 2 TORHEINY — 2B W THdE Eﬁ(ﬁﬂéﬂ’t%%?ﬁ%y ETZ). ~7

0 =1,...,L

Ly DTRTOERDS 2 2H8G6% {y} ERTIERTBE, {yo)= ﬂ{y@} TH
/=1
%5, EED TR LT (4.15) oERIE ¢ 0B TH 25,

Zm = h(y(0)) (4.16)

LELIEBTED, {yo)) BEDLEEE h(yo) FERER 225, H4HFHETHBA
ek, AMHBERT S, {yo)) # 0 £T 5. {yo) PHitkAE, T4DDL, &2KHEN
=B TRIMT 2EBDESE {y o)} EEL. {y o)} BETHVELTLLE
5. 2 {yo)} = v\ yo)} BEET B L

_ l
W9 ={wou{y’o}t weolt=0w"0), (=1L

255 (M1 %22MH). (4.16) XD

L
Z/m(r(£)|y(e))f(y)dy(_o) = /h(y(o))f(y)dy(_o) = h(y(O))f(y(O)) (4.17)
=1
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Hy}

(o)

1 REORGOUEER.

L5, (417) DRAIDIZEWT

£ 1 — — 4
/}n Yo ,y{L»)f(y«nﬂéfoyy(”)dy(@dyﬂo)
(£) (0)
/m rl |y )) f(y(O)ay(_o)) dy(_o)

m(r1y o) f (y(0))

LB, (417) DREAE f(yo) %D, ZUWZ, WMy =1REKIN%. O

IRICT - KF¥F (2013) TIXFARESAE (4.11) & (4.12) 2 LT MAR & 44F (4.1) OBIR% 36
WG L T %

5. &t (4.1) O+H DA

KEITIE, REIX A=A LZAOERVEE (2.8) ZRKRICTAEE LTED 545 MLE
0 2%, SF (4.1) DT THEEO D—EEERICAR 2 2 L 2RT. Hiffi E CORE & aiE %]
MEC, I, YxO ET f(yl@) >0THH, YVIFOIKFLLLIEMREINTVS
ZERHEET S, KA A—FDEEE @, = [0y, Ty (€5) £T 3. EffiiF I A—%
ZEHEDEBDORLETIVEEINTVREHDET S,

9, fEED O (e O) KWL T, KREDEAILD

1 1«
—log DLn(8) =~ > log fR,(Dr.Yl0)

=1

Ellog fR(DrY|8)lwg  (n — oo) (5.1)
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285, AEHXlogr<z—-1(z>0)ZHWVWEE, FEDO (cO)IZHLT

Ellog fR(DRY |0)|¢,] — Ellog fR(DRY |60) 0]

L (Z)
0 (y'10)
=3 [os ] £ ”90)m (015 00) f 0 (5100
L
@
< Z/ JroWw16) — 1) m_) (P Oy 00) f,.0 (y9]00)dy
= foio( \90
L
= Z/ —fuo(y (€)|90)) m. (o (rO1y"; oy dy'
/=1

= /( (y]0) — f(y|60) )im ©; pg)dy (5.2)

=1

/35, (YO} BEOLEE, fy?00)=1TdYH, By dy" 2SI EICER
T5, & 41)DTT(22IE0ERS, koT

Ellog fr(DrY |0)|wo] < Ellog fr(DRY |60)le,), 0 € © (5.3)

2135,

—HMEDFEHIZIE, 87 X —F ORI, (5.1) ICBI BIRO—FRIE, 8T X — 5 22D
vy MR ERRA BECENIERIEEDHETH 5. ZDFEMIZ VL 2 DREF LS
H{ I 472> (e.g., Andersen and Gill (1982), Hampel et al. (1986), van der Vaart (2000),
fBIE (2003), ZH (2006)). AfiTld, ~BHEOHHAICB W URLEELEEZ NS —ED
BEREANSFADIMHE 52 72,

WRDZ Eah S, MARDTTH (5.3) 23K T %, I I Tld parameter separation O
REZBAGCTHRWT EIZERT 3.

FREEEEAD S, (4.1) B3R L LTHR&EHETH S I L0305, Kano (2013) IFX 51
FOTDFEHEEFEHRL TOINI I TIREKT 5.

6.

KHHE T — & fEHT O BEFRITZE 1 Rubin (1976) 1M £ D 40 FFORER 2 ZTe, JEFETHREA
IZHRFEZ T % (e.g., Kim and Shao (2013)). Little (2011) 1& 2 DB ZRD 4 DIy
7 Tw3, (i) Pre-EM Algorithm (Pre-1970s), (ii) The Maximum Likelihood Era (1970s—
Mid 1980s), (iii) Bayes and Multiple Imputation (Mid 1980s—Present), (iv) Robustness
Concerns (1990s—Present). T4 5 DFERBIZEIT 2 EAWZRE X MAR 72w LIZESRA]
BEETH 2, NRETEELRETH D 2235, MAR FHZENT 5720 DRAADME
INBI LR ok )icBbhs, ZiUE, Seaman et al. (2013) D3EH T 2 & 9 I,
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MAR DERICEHR I BH -7 I EBHELT0 200 Lk, HAHTRLZED
2, REIA A=A ZRAGREOEEICLD £ MLE 25— %2 07005 L LT
MAR 3BT EL5MHT, 2Ly, BAMICRBENATETH 5. AwLTE, &OI
7z MAR &fF (4.1) ZA 7292 MAR 3R L 2 WE T N2 W S DOPERL 7223, 5%,
LR EHED 2 0EDH 5,

8, AT L Z-FREIRLEEICR S, ZERALE (Rubin (1987), Schafer (1999),
Hojo et al. (in press)) THo>THHEKRTH A ). Thbb, MAR Z2IKE L L ERALE
#2479 L ¥lE MAR OIREDMEICR Y, REIAA=ZXLZ2EBBL 2 LEZ AV 35613
BAEDRHIREIC 2 5. FBAEDEE W &, Bayes IR #A L € b BRISAOBIRICHEER R
DREMKET LI LEDDH B,

Little (2011) 2% (iv) ICFF EL 720 NR P 2 R ZEETH 5. FOERIL, doubly robust
estimation & XX, HWOMERET NV ERHA AL (HAARA2T)DESL L2HMIEL
T —BAEERDPELTE 2 LI BINLbDTH Y, % DMAEVH 5. ZOFfEHE
BT BEERRED (SI) L72D3>TMAR TH 5. inverse-probability-weight % ld ML
WRABHEEETH 5 (e.g., Rubin (1985), Hirano et al. (2003)). ZZT%H (SI) L7zd3>T
MAR 23RN ZRE LI NS, WTNOPEICE TS MAR OBEMIZEHLRERE
BB5TH?).

£ if32

K SLDHEILH 72> T, % OEE L OFGRIHIENC 7% > 2. FFIZ, Dr. Roderick
Little (University of Michigan), Dr. Mortaza Jamshidian (California State University),
EHE L (BAPERY), FRNIBHEK (CRBORE), WEAMEIR (RBCRE:) (@& %
L RT3, EFHEOEYILIEMEIREICEHT 5.
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