Bl WIFE DM HRITIC I 1T 2 RO RS /5 14

woN

SMIZ
=]

Handling missing values in statistical analysis for nursing research

Susumu TANIMURA

I. IXC&®IC

RAEMHE (missing value, missing data) (&, RHMEE &
REN, KRMEOLHHE M SR IC B 5 K E %I
Hx L, D2ZHOENRELTVWBZEMO L TH
%. X DFEZ L TIE NA (not available) ' & EH I
T3 ENZWV. ZEALOREHENT FiEIZRR
T—2%ZHiEE UL TWwW% (Rubin, 1987) 7z&lc, KRiF
ENEVERT =R TH B NV EEEOITE
T—2EHS LE, KEM@EHLHELCZNAT AICEKD
Wk RN ED BN D, TNEBT B DI RIBMHEA
DY) ERE RO ENDS. X5, HIEREER Y
WKEEHBHBICE, EOXDICRIBMEICH L THIGL
TeOh B HECHRL, i, TOEEELDOX
SICFMi L7z ZERTHRZ Z LNRDENS
(Rue et al., 2008).

AR, RABMEISHT 2 HEmN AR N TN, s
HEOMAEMBRLEATER. LhLAEND, HFi#Y
Mo B 2 Mar N O H R F (il 2 1, Grove and
Cipher, 2019) 2, RIBEOMHN R Y59, #D
BWEERICBIT 5 RIBEOME (FlZ1E, El-Mas-
ri and Fox-Wasylyshyn, 2005; Fox-Wasylyshyn and El-Mas-
ri, 2005; Patrician, 2002) (ZM#EMEICRITTEH D, BEEMN
FOMEZ I RBEOPNMITEE LTV B HHEENDH
5.

ZT T, ARIE, REHEEZEZEEEVRT — 20D
WIEHIEIC DOV T RN B A fTo 72, £z, (&E
B 7% RAFEH L T 2 L BHR AL O HREN & F Az
ISR LTz,

0 REBEOERAH=XL

RIBIENDOXISZIT S T dicid, RIBEHE U
BICEETBIEREA N ZXLRZDFKIC DOV TELR
TERENSD. REMEOLEEAN=ZXLEZ, 2RI
S5 VA LRI T H % MCAR (missing completely at
random), DB T — X IHKAFT S RIETH % MAR
(missing at random), RIET—XIIKFET ZRIETH 3
MNAR (missing not at random) @ 3 DIZKHIENS.

MCAR &, fIZICEEHEINTRERICT VA LIER
BEORETHD, Hl2IE, BAEOCHEEZHELT
T—RADRFBHER, REERERS AT LOEE
BANEEIMSREBENECZIEBE T — 2K LR
MCAR I3 ENS. CORERRNUPRERSTH
%. MAR X, oL EEHL TT > X LICKEM
NRETZHAETHD, TOEHOME FHBFERRK
BHEORLETHB. HlxIE, WWHIRICBEWTERT
HBFETrO—T v THESBICKS T L DRI
RORTVIEEE, FEROMEEZ TRIBHENE
5. FROKERNEHIC L FEFEDMRRE TR E R
9 BEEE, WHOREE 2 TRED RIBENF
49%. MNAR I, ZOZEHBARDEEIC IO LD
EICHEEI LTS > 2 LICRIBENEET 558 TH 5.
Pz, BERARECENzZEAQE T, KINAD
BWEE LRWVERICH DHE, A2 ORAER
BN E 2R T TICRIBEIET S
LBERETHD. TNOORBHEOERA =X LIC
XoT, MUFENRZS.

ZHRFER AR ARITR

"'NA 3, not applicable, not assessed, no answer X EDIEETELH 5. NARNA. LEHENLZ L8 H 5.
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BHEEMBEICBVT, REMEZZCHEGE KM
0% EFTHRENS &L TN TV (Langkamp et al.,
2010). LA L, MIFEERWMAT YA VIc k> THARK
MHLETEFIERBIENMEEEN TS (Roberts et al.,
2017).

RIBIEICHIST B Idicid, F 3RS RIEME B
VL, TOHERREMECEEREHEZ LA RGE
LT, REBMEOMUTEREBEIRT 20 B NH 5. BT
TRIEEAEHOVLNTHEVHELEFDT, REMA
DEGINSEZER 1 ICRT.

VARTAZBEeRT T A4 RFEFRBEZMEELT
HIRR T 2 HAliA AL TH S (FD. REMEOERLA D
ZALMMCAR TH 5 LRETEZHEE, RigM~z
WETE2120, X7 TAAERV X MT A REICK
BHIBRTH>TH, MMHERZRKELEDRERY (Rue et
al., 2008). F 7z, MAR % MNAR O¥&TE, 7
WA e UTRIBIEN S DECHNIE, D)
BEEMTHS. Lrl, REMENTIADETEEZL
BECCONEREENT S L, METOETAMEE
D, T5IC, FEOHmzZRDOMRENHIFRE N T
LES 78, NAT7 AKX DFERNEL (Donders et al.,
2006; Patrician, 2002; Rubin, 1987; Schafer & Graham,
2002).

HERT — XA T — 2R ERNELZBOLER,

FEEARATE, TR EARATE, LOCF i, Hot-deck i,
AR, WERAERIATE R EOMUTTEN D %
(FD. LML, ThHOGEICKD, H—0OfEICHE

TWATLES 5iEIZ, MCAR ThHo> TLHERMNED
T EMNH SN TS (McKnight et al., 2007; Rubin &
Schenker, 1991).

EHIC, MERAATICEBWVT, DeCrane et al. (2013)
&, RPLEZHIC0ZR/ATZ LY R NT A ki
ERTH YT 4 OB UE 2 FOmEREN >
ZHEMT, 0ORAZEBLTNVS. TV XL
HEBICBOTHZ RN R U 725 indicator IEMNLY
REEZROBRZONHETCILSEHEINTE % (van
Buuren, 2018). Z NI RIBMEZ FEEBICB W TRIA
ExEMELE BT, RIBEOGHEEEKTZE5 1 DD
QAL ZBIMT 2 75ETH O, BMARRAGIETIE
QA

ATV AHNVEBOLEEE, PRESEEME, H5
WEB Y RAT 4y ZEGETIVOWNEEIEE T ILiE E
ZRHWEETIVTHIMECTRIBIEZ#ET 2 HELND 5.
Hot-deck D X S ICHHBI L 7z @O RE O TR
TH3HGEHB. £, REMZHLVRKEF/KEE L
TEMEXRTZHELHVLNTER. flzE, HHl
DOFIRBEH TH1 & TH) UhRWVIREETHRZ K&
R AU, THEZ) 205 5 LW TKREEZ BN
L, T8 Tz TREE] O3SHTONMT2L0ws 7T
O—FTH5.

MW LR LAE T —2D5a1E, REH
#li7z LOCF (last observation carried forward) 7= (Z 1l
last value carried forward, LVCF & & XX 3) - BOCF
(baseline observation carried forward) {EDIEFMNICE, R
FBIRAETIVOEETH BIX—VBBIREETIVIC
KBMWREPHACENZIGEEEH S (Sonetal, 2012).

x 1 ABMEOFE )T

)3tk WA
YR RTA Rk RAMEDD % T — RI72 I LBRIVS B 751k
X7 T A Xk R E 2 BBzl S 58, 2EBOEE5NCRIBHEDOS 2 T — X DR ZFNT S
T3tk
RR=[CIAWNES FEMEE AL THiZET % )5k
TR AEFUA TR Rz A L THETE S % 751
152 (IAWNES (A7 3V IVEROYE) BEZANL THiZEd % 5tk
LOCF % (RRA T — 2 DWE) wiEOBHIEZ A L THITES 2 /51
Hot-deck {% AL LT @It SRE D2 R LU THITET % 51k BREERIRGE O~ v F 27« )32 —218)
[ET AW AR BR U e 77— 2B D Al 7V CHERE L CHiZE S % 751k
SN E LT AW BT THEE L7AfIC 5 > X LREBEZ A THISES 2 A1k
FRWMBRICHEEE R SZ — 6 CTERI DT R 72 GE U Te RICHEE 217 5 /31
ZHAIL RIEITRA LT T — 2y b 2EBIER L, &7 —2ty ML TathizddsL, £

DIRZMET B T Lic & D KIFEZRTY 2751k

LOCEF: last observation carried forward
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WINDOFFEHFETE, M50 1 DOMETRAT
%61k, ZHEAAE (multiple imputation) & DXLt
M5, H—{LA# (single imputation) & XIEN 2% (Gra-
vesteijn et al., 2021). HL—{K AL, #l5T0H O 2%
ZMELICAETHO, WEICEERAZ 2N, £
OffHICIIMEN DD, —5T, THETIVHEZH
HETREERRKBRET — 225 &R ETIEHE—
RAEDENBD 1 DE%% (Gravesteijn et al., 2021).

flisEz WS D TR, BT —2icE DR
ERRKICT 2 ETIVIST A — ZHEEH 72 EENICE
% 5ETH B 52 E R ET (full information maximum
likelihood, FIML) #£%E7%: (Newman, 2014) (&, Z&HEAX
ANEDNE KT ZRICHRI N TWRRENZGIETD
5.

ZEMAANER, BRI EENRELEHICE MG
Tx%. 2LDHHICBVT, LERALER, RED
JFETHBEEZENT VS (van Buuren, 2018).

DL EDJ5#E, BEARMICRIBIED LK X 71 = X LW
MCAR > MAR TH % L RETE 3552 EL TV
5. LhL, MNAR Th 2 ERESNZ AL, AE

(a) B&hRTF—4tvY b

7.0

e s 8 =0.027
- o °
¥
e
¥
S
B
50 55 60 65 70 75 80
BEROEFE (kg)
(c) FHERNE
o
~ e sE 8 =0.007
o kigfE
% © | ° o
< © (] °
e ] o ® o. o9
ﬁ ® bt s J [e]NelNe)
S o YO °
LT LI ® e
LIS (]
T °
o
<

BHEOEE (kg)

BN A R 7ot L 5 #2403 7w (Rue et al., 2008). Joseph et
al. (2004) &, TOXSGEHAETELLEERALETNA
TADNBREBENZET— A8 DB EHMELTHBD, Rueet
al. (2008) XIEKESHTIC X B ML ZHETEL TV 5.

IV. X075 EDELE

RABE DTS X B 2 HTHEROE W2 LIRS %
e, RF—E2ZHVTFTEVA ML —varzK 1
ICRY. TOTF—%ty MIRARERED 50 A0
F—7 > F—% (Dalgaard, 2024) TH D, T TlE, F—
2Ly MCEHEENZRHEROKREEZHANT, ZOHM
ARG B DI ZiT>Tns. X1 () 13,
—EEREBEMEICEE]WMZ BHORE2ET -2ty b
AVTERA N ZIT> R TH S, D 3D, —
e RIBHcBE MR T — 22y bERWT 3 R
DRABEHN G ZZNEFNHELIz0BIC, [BF2HT
EAolERTH 5. 22T —2ty bOREIE
fReLTBBT 2L, WTNOMUTEERNTE, (b
IR RE (B) W&, EMHMSIEH L. REBEHENILZL

(b) YR MDA X5k

7.0

T o mmmfE 8 =0.017
K}
i
®
S
=
BHOEE (kg)
(d) @mBRAE
o
~ T e g 8 =0.024
| o kigfE
»
i
®
S
]
T °
o |
<

BHROKE (kg)

1 RO FHTEHER
STeET—2ty bBXUREET—2ty b5 10 HORBMEEER LIZT—2 2y
BT ZE Lz, KPORUEIEIRIETH D, BEREIFFRKTHS.
F—Z DO Kim Fleischer Michaelsen’s data (n = 50) (Dalgaard, 2024)
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DR FHBRAETH -2, VART A XL, K
7k 5 0D R B U /AR U B DY 22 R 0D 20% T
H3 (DX D, MNAR BWRE SN REBESHRKEW)
Ba, 1 (b) ART KD, MIRFREEEDMED
HRELTEREL . 3DDFEOHRTE, K1 @ D
ERARAED RN TERED DR WVIRRET H > T2 hy, 2
FRAE?ZH WD & B =0.028 17 D [FfE L D7 EM
BE R hbCrEEZDL, TOT—XTIE, £H
RAELUAZFHTARE TR ANV ERZPATH 3.

V. ZERAZE

ZEMRAER, BEARMNITE DX S RN 5 :I
£ T E 2 RBIENORISFETH D, RFEOT
HEZRA LT m HOB LM 2T — 22y M 2fF
Y%7 T —F CTH% (Donders et al., 2006; Rubin,
1987).

ZHENRAZEORMZK 2 IRT. H—OMl % KM
KRATZ2DOTIEAEL, RIBEDOHTEICEBIT 5 ik
WZ2ERLEND, HBOHEMHEEZMEMT 2 51ETH
5. fiseMld, #HEEZAKT 2 2% E TV (impu-
tation model) O SFERINENIZETFTIVEMH L THE
WEND. EFILERICONT, BIZIE, BEIKREERE
Bz EERAROEE X, RIERIEE TV T
By F U TR ERRIRE N, Mk E 2 lEBO%
G, VAT v JEFBETIVNEIREING. ZH
T EIEREROLGE LA Yy XETIV, HHihix e
LHELEBOBERIZHEO Y AT 4 v ZRRETIVAH
woHns.

R E Nclise iz iV TEB ORISR T — 2
v FBAARINES, X, FnhENRT—2& v b
T LIHEYIEMEHER 21T (K 2). AT Lk
5, B5 N EBOMNHE R % Rubin O)L— )L (Rubin,

1. fHSEEDA
(imputing)

2. 70
(analyzing)

1987) ZHWTHEILL, AT HEEME & D BdL
Bz (K2). Rk, TEIEERTF VLD
E L TRETHZITY, BRMIREI B LGV Z
9 5.

BUNREET— 2y MM (m) ZZ2DL 50T
NEX XD EWVS BEEDTHN T E 7. Rubin (1987)
&, HEENROBEND 205 W0EITETNTH B E
LTW3. LML, Bodner (2008) {%, m<10 DIFEIC
B3 mhEEHINIREENS S ZRL, m
BHARZEFNERENEZFE, SMOBENR ET BT
R LTz, FEBRIKE, REREEO m ik, REHE
W7 U C 3B 0 HiliREE Tld &V (Graham et al., 2007).
EeBRRLHEE O Ic X DTl m 2 B
& 5 7z Graham et al. (2007) O E T, M TDOEKT
B 1% R LW, 1055 30% OKRBEIET
m>20, 40% ORIBEUEGTm>40 ZHRL TV, i
AR KBHFEZIT S BT White et al. (2011) A
HET 2L —ViE, m~100 X REHSTHY, HAE
COIIV—IVIEZEFROWHILT T TOBFEREICE> TV
% (van Buuren, 2018).

ZERAEKIEZNLS O DOREAANH . Rubin (1987)
&, Mo FFEIC AN TR R D RIE I ng 2 C &
ZRELED, SHOEMRIEaY Ea—2Z2ZH0
NIEMEICE SR VWEEZ 5N% (Graham et al., 2007).

LHERAFERHEREICOVWTHEAND B, HRY
Sal—varrERHVARMOFEEFEBIC, FICHET
EE XNl EG2TFETEEVESD, BEHERDY
THEELRINE RSV, LML, HEROMNDEE
EEBICANTREUNGZRT— 212y ML (m) Z1H
FEICHETNE, RENEMEEEVWEEZILONS.

BELRBERBEILOINRNZEDIE, MiseEEKT
2ETIVOEFUCKHT 224 THD. cOZYME%
BT B72dic, HEICKZZWEENEBENT

RIEEZELT— X
RATF =%

IRASHEE
IFHERE 77— &

X2 ZERAEOKH

" ZEMRAEE, O/EE RO LR UFETRT T EMNTERNZD, TERALEZK LICANTOARL.
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¥ D (Abayomi et al., 2008; Gelman et al., 2005; van Buuren
& Groothuis-Oudshoorn, 2011), FEIEFEE WL DO IEE
TN T3 (van Buuren, 2018). LA LAN S, #ED
TA, KRBz YTH2DOhERTTFRE T
(QMMJmm.é%m,%@ﬁl&@,k@ﬁ@i@
AHZ XL MAR TH 5 xR & Uiz ilise it g
EFIERAVDEEMNEZL, MAR TIEWVEAICEZE
RAEZREMNT S LA T AWK EL %% (Hughes et al.,
2019) TEAMEETN TV
DEDXS READGFLET 2L 0D, HiffioFET—
ZAEHWETEYA ML —Y3 v Tk, ZERAED
RETH-o%. MAT, GEZMATHEAEINS 3D
OWEREICHLT,
hot-deck 1, LEHEARALEZIE T X R FVADE L
TLEEFHG L7202 cd, ZERAEIPIREEN T
7z Xuetal,2020). 5, LERAEEMEHLEZV
EE2MOWMARMIE KT % (van Buuren, 2018) T &M
HboNTWa. 20, REMWHEAOXILHHEICDN
T, LERAZEE BIRICTEZRETHEELEZD
ns.

VI. B3bYIc

Rl Z S EENRT — 220N T 2RI, £
DRBENECE 72 I SEHL, EREAHZXL
WIS O ENRETH B, REFMEOFISITDOWVT,
ERTERTEDRHENTE RN, EDXS Gkiat
fETFRICLMATEZ22ERAEDIRLES XL
T3, LML, IXRNTOMRBHY T Y27 H%
HARAEICHIGLTWEDIFTIEEL, R ELERN

AR Y 7 b D 2 7 ZFAT B LN RDEND.

BHENIRICB T BHEHRNT O N—F L2 N5 ToIc
3, FREMABBICBISHAHENTOBBFICHNT, X
BEDOHMUFEROBMICL EELEET, LDEKNTHE
ERHY 72 FIEIC & % 3 21TV, 72 XA\ DFRLdIC D
WTOBEKNEHIRNRBETH 2. TOEKT, £k
T, 3 DDHMFHENFIEICDWVT, LERAZEDOE
HHZEFIRZNETHALTWVS. B2 HiE
ABThHy, LZERAEIEAREN, HEVIELENK
ANECEZ DO ZENT TIENHFES N L ATREED D
5. BENTEE, BENRICET B HEHEN TLIC
DT, EHNEEROEHFNLETH 5.
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FlIET —2EZLOERICRIBENETENS. LML, BHEMFKOMEHNTICEET2BRIFICR
FHEANDRIE/TECDONTOFHIAN R Y75, TR LISCikE R 24725700, RfaTld, &
AR T OMETERE T — 22N d 2 LT, TN THRAIN TEIRIBIEOXIUL 2 RN AR
FL, AT, VAMIARE, PHEAAR, BRARAEOHRERT—2ZHWT ol &5IC, i
FEDOMREMN R RARMLE TH B ZE AT OWT, 3 FAOHE RN 2 F7R U T EAN 72 TIEE BE7
Lz

F—TU—F BT, RIS, KM, ZEAAE

F8@& A ERBFICEITBZERNAEZDOF A

W2ED T — 22 W TERBIHIICE T 2L EBERANEOFHF 2RI, T TIEERIFET IV (multiple linear
regression) ZHNCFHIAT 2 M, MOERET N TEFIEFIZERALCTHS. £TE, XYy P T —IRBHTesv 77
AN 2 GFHAIAE

fn <- "https://www.medic.mie-u.ac.jp/mnj/data/mnj27-01.csv”
d <- read.csv(fn, stringsAsFactors = TRUE)

AR T — 2T L — Lz ARG 2 iR 5.

> summary(d)

ID age sex height weight score
Min. : 1.0 Min. :19.00 F 150  Min. :167.5  Min. : 66.40  Min. :1.0
1st Qu.: 25.75 1st Qu.:19.00 M 145 1st Qu.:177.6 1st Qu.: 76.90 1st Qu.:1.0
Median : 50.50 Median :20.00 NA’s: 5 Median :180.6 Median : 81.70 Median :2.5
Mean : 50.50 Mean 120.45 Mean :181.1 Mean : 82.39 Mean :2.3
3rd Qu.: 75.25 3rd Qu.:21.25 3rd Qu.:185.3 3rd Qu.: 87.00 3rd Qu.:3.0
Max. :100.00 Max. 122.00 Max. 1200.2 Max. :103.70 Max. ;5.0
NA’s 112 NA’ s 120 NA’ s 27

COTF—2T7L—LI3 6 2% (1D #F5 [ID], 4Fiii [age], TER [sex], &I [height], KT [weight], HIERA Y
[score]) M SR E N, KIBMIEFEERD 12, WA 5, FEN 20, FES 7THMEEZ>TVS. TOT—
2N, ZEARAECIZREEONEZIT> 2 LT, HWEAKZAE, FHPALKEEER, HH, 8E, 0
EAA7 L LEBRIIBETVICEZ9MEITS. £TERIIC, ZERAEOR S —ITH % mice /8y r—
2 (van Buuren & Groothuis-Oudshoorn, 2011) 7% F AT ™.

> library(mice)
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T KRB ZMTE LT 20 ORI R TR T — 2y FZIERL, dn WS AR TRIFET 5. D dmid mids
DIAXT I FThHD.

> md <- C (//ll) //pmm//) I/l ogr.egll) ,,pmm,,_' Il//) II//)

> dm <- mice(d, m = 20, method = md, print = FALSE, seed = 1234)

W DL KT EZIEET BICIE, method 7> 3 V& mice() ICH5 X 3. TODA T a Y TRET % XTH
ZRALVICORT. 1 DOXFAREIEEETZHEE, TNAHRTOLRICGEAINS. 2R Lic@liciaE
TR, Hlich 20 ZBONER & F CNIEH TIHATZ XTI MVERET R XV, @HELEVEaE
[ L2~y e 52 E LW, TT T, method A7 Y 3 Y EHAWVT, EiHE pmm %, HFIX logreg 7%,
HEIZ pmm ZEE L (CALOEKICOVWTIRE AL ZBRBENKEV). method & 7Y g VEEK LGS
(DX b, WRMEDERFTENTIEEDES) &, EXNAEFPEHHEEINS. seedt TV a Vi, 7TEVA L
L—a VORBNZHERAT2DICEEORMEZIEE L TWVW2EH, AREITELEL S a v Ths.

ZOBICHITEMMDERE N2 T EERICT 5.

> dmgmethod

ID age sex height weight score

nr Ilpmmll Illogr\egll Ilpmmll " 0

CCTHEREGRERI T FEE vy F U I X2 M5EMDEREIT> Tz, TORER, BIFRETIVEHOHTE
EOERAEZSSIKKBLIZAETHD, HIMMICENTWVS (Marshall et al., 2010) T EMNALNICE>TH
D, KKHEHINTWS.

3, mice() EMITEMEDAENZITI IS, WROEBLUNDEK ZTNTHAL TEMZITI 2D, ZHIE
B EH 2 XS ZGE G UHEERAREICZD, AHEBOEENFTEN TV EHAERPREBMDS NA TEELT
9999 7ZZ EDBMEMN A > TV B AR, EFICHTEMDOAERD TE ALY (van Buuren, 2018) T L IZITEET 5.

T D20 HOEEUNEEET—2 2y DAz dn ZHAWVT, ERIFEIHZITS.

# A1 mice() THIHTESM5EMDLERITE"

SRR 2R W
pmm ksl THEE< Yy F2 7
midastouch R HAMNE TR~y F2 7
sample SEeXa BIIME A B fAE 2l
cart SEsXa CART (FUEARIHT
of fiiHg FURLT LA
mean e DR LOFEE
norm i ANA R AR E TV
lasso.norm JHLE B Lasso [Al)#E 7 )V
logreg “AH OYX7 1y ZREFET IV
polr I LAy ZE'TIV
polyreg B2 ZEOY AT 4 ZERET IV
lda CaE S izl

* BT OA KT mice() DIV T SR T2
"mice() ® method 7" 3 VTIRES B TS

CHEANCmice S —V A VA=V U TBLBENDHS. 1A F—)LF BEEICIE, install.packages("mics”) ZF{73 5.
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> f1 <- with(dm, lm(weight ~ height + age + sex + score))

20 OB EFRET — 2y FZETINVICY TIED AR (20 BI5OEREKRSHOME) Z fLICREF L.
T D 20 FOFE R % pool() THiE L7z T summary() THIRZHET 5.

> summary(pool(f1))

term estimate std.error statistic df p.value
1 (Intercept) -104.5719622 15.88318197 -6.5838169 66.44571 8.620986e-09
2 height 0.9202228 0.09387192 9.8029611 68.33887 1.162756e-14
3 age 0.9353491 0.54503968 1.7161119 44.23465 9.313829e-02
4 sexM 2.6573845 1.03128373 2.5767734 64.81957 1.225852e-02
5 score 0.0539069 0.38607999 0.1396263 71.76974 8.893464e-01

CORERDPOIERLIZBDEER A2IRT. MO ZEDITY A T A X TRBEO N IS E T > 7o H 1] W55 47
DGRz PRI L.

UZX T A XL ZERAEORERICBNT, SITRESEDNREZORIREENREZDEUARTHIN, B
DB S EREKER 5% L Lt TICHAMAEREIGENDNELTVS. TOTET—XILBWVT, &l
W2 ODHETEREDMmMPENINS. TNETYRANIARETHIELTERBEDHET—ZICBNTE, £
BRAETHEBENTNE, CORGICEIICEHZIERICKBAEREEND S.

T& B EFAMICHITESERAZDOFAMN

ZERAZERBRICHRET Vi EHEMZE SRR ZEE L THEINTE . oMERICENAERD
GENDHERNE TP S A=W OGEE, MoK HEDOL S ICEUNEEET—2 1y T LD
EMZENLTIDICEELDRT7 T —FEMAS T EMNTER. Z T T, Nassirietal. (2018) &, 7 Hraiic #{L
MNEFERT — 2 ZiE L THRENR TN 21T TEZREL TS, TOJEE, mifa /)Xy 7 — ¥ (Nassiri et
al., 2021) I Nassiri HEMWREL T3, &, HIENKT 28 (CFA) OBEEE, ETNWVAATA—2z2H#ET 3
HiETha2D, BIRETIVERMBICEZERAEEZENTE 3.

FITRYNC, TEVAML—YaVHOT—2%Z3xy FT—IRBTWMDIAR, d VWIS AFDT—XT L —
LELTHRET 5.

£ A2 VYAMTAREBLCLERAEC X 2 RBEOWIGZTT > 2 BEIR T OFR

U X RTA R ZHERAE
Ia] e R AR p fil Il R AR p il
BE 0.96 <0.001 0.92 <0.001
bisyi i 0.60 0.284 0.90 0.093
PERILC 0.00 SR 0.00 i
S 2.06 0.080 2.63 0.013
HEZa7 0.14 0.741 0.01 0.987
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> url <- "https://www.medic.mie-u.ac.jp/mnj/data/mnj27-02.csv”
> d <- read.csv(url)
> head(d)

al a2 a3 a4 a5 bl b2 b3 b4 cl1 c2 c3

1 4 3 3 3 3 4 3 3 4 5 4 4
2 221215555555
3 4 3 4NA 3 4 4 4 3 5 4 4
4 2 2 11 2 3 2 3 2 3 2 3
555 45 4 1 0 10 2 21
6 5 4 5 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 4 4

COTF—2F, BN 12HEHD 100 \TORBEZEET—2TH5. £33, VAT A XETEDOREND
HIBRE N5 DM THERRS 5.

> nrow(d) - nrow(na.omit(d))
[1] 30

COT—2ZHWTHFINZBI%ES. RFIHOFIEE UTHEZRFEOIRE, Bartlett O BRI PEARE 7%
CldEmT 5. HTFHE3SKHTFL L THRKENETOHZITS.

AN RT3 M IS B Ix psych /3w r — D & 5i#3AL. psych 3w 7 — I ORIFICIE GPArotation /8w r —
NRARETH B8, psych /8w —3I & GPArotation /Sw 7 — IV BHFNICA VAP —IL L THELIDRERH S, &

5, AP T2ERANEZTI Ny —ITH b mifa /)Ny F—IEHHIAE.

> library(mifa)
> library(psych)

RICRPNETRET — 22y M 20 fifFR L, mi WS #aiTRIFS 5.

> mi <- mifa(data = d, print = FALSE, m = 20)

CTTm=20%E8MT3E, mice S r—YOMEMTHZm=5BEHINS.

> res.im <- fa(mi$cov_combined, n.obs = 100, nfactors = 3,

+ fm = ”“ml”, rotate = ”oblimin”,

+ scores = "regression”)
fiRZRRT 5.
> res.im
> Factor Analysis using method = ml
Call: fa(r = mi$cov_combined, nfactors = 3, n.obs = 100,

rotate = “oblimin’”, scores = "regression”, fm = "ml”)

Standardized loadings (pattern matrix) based upon correlation matrix
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MLl  ML2 ML3 h2 u2 com
al ©.70 -0.09 ©.03 0.48 0.52 1.0
a2 ©0.67 -0.16 0.00 0.44 0.56 1.1
(& B&]

AW ZEBLTWSD, HyofofRe LToEAFERIZEERRENTVS.

APA XX A JVTHER L ERERELXR BLICRT. UERT—ROFHHAHNLIERE TOFIHOHNTHS. T
CTCRULIEESICEZERALEZEATE L THE LA HEMEBRFRIEILALEL, BHORFANOFIHE ZIF
FAUCXIICHMZ2IITTES.

WBIC, VARMT A ZLEOMR KT Z72HIC, VAMTARFBICKZERELZERAZOMBREZ MRz E
DA B2ITRT.

2DDFEZIUTHR, WRCEEITZ2ELEORFARMBDOEVERD NGNS TH, RATO0.12D#
MELC TV,

8 C NAMET—RITHBIF2ZERAZOFAAE

BB T 2 EENATERPEICHT 2 EEAE HEONRE LIRS 5 M AHET VA 2 EHE LI T
TILELAVWLENTWS., MAMETFA VL, 7O MALZBEORLINET S EMNEL, TOHBFOTF—%%
BOBLIMET =20, HHRFREERGEDEIEDREZID RV AMBROLBZIT S HEIX, W
WRGETVHAEHENS. TTTE, MA2HBICBVWTT Y NALTHRZREEZNARIKT2HEELZT—
ABEICBIEDOT—EZhOMBEENBETEVA ML —Y a3 VHOTF—2EHWTHRHT 3.

WISy b T =R Tesv 7 7 A IV EGHIAL.

£ B.1 ZTEARANEZHOIKT I

Variable MLI1 ML2 ML3 B’ u’ com
al 0.70  — 0.09 0.03 0.48 0.52 1.04
a2 0.67 —0.16 0.00 0.44 0.56 1.11
a3 0.75 0.05 0.12 0.59 0.41 1.06
a4 0.71 0.07 — 0.06 0.53 0.47 1.03
a5 0.70 0.14  —0.12 0.56 0.44 1.14
bl 0.07 0.67 0.02 0.47 0.53 1.02
b2 —0.01 0.70  — 0.09 0.47 0.53 1.03
b3 0.18 0.60 0.05 0.44 0.56 1.19
b4 —0.19 0.61 0.11 0.40 0.60 1.26
cl —0.14 0.07 0.64 0.45 0.55 1.12
c2 0.07 0.12 0.52 0.31 0.69 1.15
c3 0.07 —0.06 0.74 0.54 0.46 1.03

ML1 ML2 ML3
SS loadings 2.61 1.76 1.3

MLI ML2 ML3
MLI1 1.00 0.15 — 0.06
ML2 0.15 1.00 0.12
ML3 — 0.06 0.12 1.00
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£ B2 VYAMIYARXFEELENAEICBT B R FEfREOEN

AT ARk EZL AW S
ML1 ML2 MLS3 MLI ML2 ML3
al 0.74 —0.12 0.09 0.70 — 0.09 0.03
a2 0.63 — 0.04 — 0.00 0.67 — 0.16 0.00
a3 0.81 0.02 0.09 0.75 0.05 0.12
a4 0.76 0.10 — 0.11 0.71 0.07 — 0.06
ab 0.68 0.09 —0.14 0.70 0.14 — 0.12
bl 0.10 0.68 0.06 0.07 0.67 0.02
b2 — 0.03 0.80 — 0.12 — 0.01 0.70 — 0.09
b3 0.16 0.63 0.10 0.18 0.60 0.05
b4 — 0.16 0.58 0.16 —0.19 0.61 0.11
cl —0.15 0.13 0.58 —0.14 0.07 0.64
c2 0.09 0.03 0.58 0.07 0.12 0.52
c3 0.01 — 0.06 0.68 0.07 — 0.06 0.74

> url <- "https://www.medic.mie-u.ac.jp/mnj/data/mnj27-03.csv”

> d <- read.csv(url, stringsAsFactors = TRUE)

T=R2T7L—LdDREHITTERR3ITZERRLTT — 2 Z2MHAT 5.

> head(d, n = 3)

id sex age x1 x2 scale type time
11 ™M 58 231 28 A before
2 2 M 58 2 31 22 A before
3 3 M 52 225 25 A before

> tail(d, n = 3)

id sex age x1 x2 scale type time
38 18 F 46 3 NA 20 B after
39 19 M 58 1 31 25 B after
40 20 M 59 2 32 26 B after

TDOTF—XF, ABE10%, BEI0OZLZ 2EHAIE L 40175 EN, IDFHFS (D), MR Gex), F#h (age),
B D, B2 2), 7Y ML THBRE (scale), ST AT (type), HIEREHH (time) N EFEMN 5. read.csv()
IC stringsAsFactors = TRUE ZBIIL TV 5728, XFHT—2TH5 sex 24, type ZH, time ZHIHTH
KEMENTVS., ZTNEFNORTFKEZ, M EF, A L B, before & after TH 5. #0IRLUMED T — & ki
ELTlong Bl & wide BINSH B0, T—XZASN%ETZEITIEABBPDLL D RT UV wide INDERITH B H, T—X
AT BHEERIAVEa—2RDNORT WV long MICT 5. long DT —% L%, WEMZRICHESLETDT—
AREETH O, FIZAE, SRIOTFT—2TIE, 20 AZ2EBHIELTVWEDT, 207 TIkEL 40TOT—XIcix 5.

RABIE D IRBEZ TR T A 7= 81, summary() ZH W TEEBOBEH #2175 .
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> summary(d)

id sex age x1
Min. :1.e0 F :10 Min. :46.00  Min. :1.000
1st Qu.: 5.75 M 124 1st Qu.:48.00 1st Qu.:2.000
Median :10.50 NA’s: 6 Median :52.00 Median :2.000
Mean :10.50 Mean :52.89  Mean 12.056
3rd Qu.:15.25 3rd Qu.:58.00  3rd Qu.:2.000
Max. 120.00 Max. :59.00  Max. :3.000

NA’s 14 NA’s 14
x2 scale type time

Min. :11.00  Min. :20.00 A:20 after :20

1st Qu.:20.00 1st Qu.:23.00 B:20 before:20
Median :25.00 Median :26.00

Mean :23.94  Mean :25.62

3rd Qu.:31.00  3rd Qu.:28.00

Max. :32.00 Max. :31.00

NA’s 14

sex Z2 D RARMEIE 6 {1, age Z2RUD RABMAIL 4 i, x1 ZRORIEMIE 4 1, x2 ZBORBME4+ETHY, £
DAL DZELIC B RIBMEDHEVIREETH 5.
o5 O A ER R AR T 5. BB ERSy =Y G RIAL .

> library(lmerTest)

> library(mice)

JIT, mice 3w —V D mice() ZHWT, 20 OB LN AR ET— 2ty F2ERT 5.

> md <- C(IIII, ”logr‘eg”, ”pmm”, ”pmm”) ”pmm”_y IIIIJ IIII, IIII)

> dm <- mice(d, m = 20, method = md, print = FALSE, seed = 1234)

mice() DA T a VIZDWTOFPENE A ZZE N2V, RiZ, MBREETNVICT -2 24 TR 5.

> co <- list(type = ”contr.sum”, time = “contr.sum”)
> ml <- with(dm,
+ Imer(scale ~ type * time + sex + age + x1 + x2 + (1]id),

+ contrasts = co))

NAHFETIE, BEERERHOLHEERHENMENICERTHS L, 2BICBLTNHAMBICENED N
EHIET B, LIS, pool() ZHAWVWTHIRZMAEL, TORKNEMEZERTS. TOKRIC, mice /8y 7 —
¥ version 3.16.0 Tl&, HEHilC broom.mixed /3w 77— (Bolker & Robinson, 2022) Z#HHAAATEIN GV E LS —
KRB DTHERZET 5.

AN A YA R—L L THL
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> library(broom.mixed)
> summary(pool(ml))

term estimate std.error statistic df p.value
1 (Intercept) 19.63872278 11.75867597 1.670147458 22.16907 1.089508e-01
2 typel 1.62874460 0.67298954 2.420163334 26.79208 2.257473e-02
3 timel 0.67022026 ©.09768640 6.860937012 25.69344 2.958757e-07
4 sexM -0.03453519 3.65547469 -0.009447526 19.11218 9.925600e-01
5 age 0.22813472 0.28276370 0.806803415 20.26348 4.291482e-01
6 X1 -0.99906616 1.66636969 -0.599546526 24.21716 5.543770e-01
7 X2 -0.17237243 0.29732679 -0.579740662 19.27018 5.688064e-01
8 typel:timel ©.49333689 0.09642297 5.116383607 26.21528 2.416594e-05

ZEMNAEEBMN Lz BT, HMEMIE typel:timel MY p<0.001 TH - &5, MHHI, FEih, 1, Biht
2B EROBWTE LT, ARE BHONAMRBICHERELREN DL E A 5. RiLIC, VAMNIARELE
BERAEOFRZE C.1ITRT.

JARTA ZETRRBMEICEZY YTV A XREDD, 2 BHOHENTE VRN, YT IU¥ A4 X
ZHRTZ2EKRTCLLERAEIEHTH .

£C1 MPREETNVICEIT SV AT A Xk ZERAEDDHHER

VAT A Rk EZ \WNES
[l R AK pfA [l R K p fH
typel 0.31 0.773 1.63 0.023
timel 0.68 <0.001 0.6 <0.001
sexM —2.77 0.527 —0.04 0.993
age 0.11 0.638 0.23 0.429
x1 —0.67 0.803 — 1.00 0.554
x2 - - —0.17 0.569
typel:timel 0.58 <0.001 0.49 <0.001




