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1% BR A7 5 LM AL B T 25 P ek B A . A SORI FAZ BRI SEAR B0 i R B 1 A
HY R 53 A8 G VT 7 10 R AN K AR S AN (KININT) 75 1) FH 2 088 P kA 2T Ak 1R 2 e B V3 25 e
FENIE B ARPTINR, & T —F 2 T Epanechnikov — K AZ% 1 543 £ S 26 A8 S AMNE (EKT) A% 3L
BT IE 5 B Epanechnikovi% i 7> #4iE B R AH S AME(MEKI). 2445 R R W, 2k T2 IE K Epanech-
nikov A% IR/ B R R O (B SEANZ: LU R 1 IEAME BE 45 2 B A AERR 1Ak 1T

X HEIR: s, BB IERN, KITARIERMZE, Epanechikov —{X#%, Aitchisonfi .

ERSES: 02121

§1. 35| =
B BRI S B oK E T Ferrers (1866), 1 £
SP = {:13: (x1,22,...,2p);x; > 0,1 = 1,2,...,D,§xi :c} (1.1)
i=1

1923 (R FR 2 R DYE 8o s 25 8], X Ble/e R i 30, SPHh ek DY T &E. fE2 )51
g, A e = 1. PR EHOE LU, B B L e IR G, B, KRS gt o7k
HEMNHHT RS2 SEA SIS E. ik, Aitchison (1986)— 155 4% 0 AR
TN 73 B RO L AR 4, K R B WS B L B A A TR o, AT S A 2 i ) S v T
VE AT DU A T AR 4 5 AR 73 AT, 2 JE Egozeue®: (2003) 3 1 &R FE T E bL AR 4 1 4E 47 AH B 1)
B 0. AR SR A5 BT i b AR e, DR] oA 56 B A DR IE 1 7% 6 1T A 26 B 7 25048 1 At chison PR
S TR i A 2H A ) BR R 55, X ] DR TR B BT SRR ORI 7 (.

N IRZE ARSI B 3 B — SeAH ISR & I T

EX 1.1 (EgozcueZ%, 2003, £t A tb A8 4)  #tax = (21, 29,...,2p) € SPR—A
DYERE > Hid, 2
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&ﬁ(lQ)*EDé&k&%i&*EiB%?ﬁ%y\jD — 1@&@%2 = (21, 22y ... 7ZD71)7 ;‘[X/I\/E}g%ﬁ(j'\j“%ﬁﬁ
RHAR L, iL1Ez = ilr(x).
EX 1.2 (Egozcueq, 2003, Aitchisonfi ) &z = (z1,22,...,2p), ¥ = (Y1,Y2,- - -,
yp) € SP, H Aitchisoniti B 72 LA
1 D=1 D : 2
dA(w7y)_\/D >y (lni_lnl> _ (1.3)

i=1 j=i+1 Ly Yj

A LLIE

(1) WV, y € SP, Hdalz,y) = de(ilr(x), ilr(y)), HFde(-, ) RFEREEE.

(2) *Va,b € R, ¢,y € SP, ax = (ax1,axs,...,axp), by = (by1,bya,...,byp),
Hda(z,y) = da(az, by).

ME SCRT LA, 27 o0 508 vh B SR SR, AN Re oo B b AR e, R R e i — 28
FRECHE 73 M. S T8 38 A B8H R B SRR AR AN BT 7y Dy B — AN R 2 AN,
o — JEAME AR A AN, [BIHIEANE, EMA VRS, 2 HIEAMNEEEE B E B0 5 vk
(regression predict method), 5[\ #5537 (propensity score method), SE4RF-R ¥ 15 [CHE Ty
2:(MCMC). XIE%(2004), 455 HERIARE (2009) VLI A28 T — REH 0 Sk 2R 300 Ab B v
Je ARSI . AR T R o0 EE T 2 AR AR e NIRRT, B DA R 20 BaE 1 s 2R B D AR B HL
AR, X FEC T — RN T EATIE . TR BE s R AE RN, HronE:(2010)
T — P B B PR Ko R0 5 O A SRR B T Kl AR R AR (B A (R R R AR SE AN, 1%
J7VETE S KA AR IEANE AT BB 2R 1 — D VIGR I AME, B — FOEAR B 45 21 5 241
HAME; AN (2012)%4 2 EARANE RN 2 1 Reor B v, 1277558 560t B B fons £ bl A2
BAR BN R /040, S8 5 F 2 BEAGANERT B R B 2EAT AN, I35 PR Hi b AR 46 1 10 AR 445
B Ao B BB AN VA FhVESRSE(2011), Qin%E(2007) 1 H T R =S 807 VA X A AL
Pt AT Ak . 32 B EE(2004), T2 (2009), B 42(2010) 12 B AES 505 BEAGTE 77k
FHron%(2010), {5755 (2009) HF kI 48 T 5 vE 1 3 A, H H 25 5E B ki &1 S AMETE F
FH R 2 B840 1 e 30 AR Al T R SR B I AT DX EATT 45 B AN A B B mik, AR STt —F Ak T
Epanechnikov — XA [ 7 B iE SR AR IE AN, SEEIE B, %075 Re 8 15 B LLKNNIE A ME
SOARERR B AL v, HoO7vk B 2 AN R

AR AT B2 A T =M s s R AN ki AR AN,
T Epanechnikov — % 1) 6 2K B T ML FTE IE 19 2 F Epanechnikov — R % I 5% 73 50 4
TR R AB AN B8 377 AN S5 475 73 ) e 3 A0 S0 A0 SIEAIE 7 A %) = A7 VA 1 ELEG B 5 0
A TAEM 7 — A 4.

§2. FETEpanechnikov Rz K EELNE

VX = (2i)nxps i = 1,2, m j = 1,2, DRSS RREADUIAERE, X 16
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AR BT AU, 2 — AN E i, i DURE— AT AT A L, B SR R T — A R
SrEIDI. 8 = (8 j)nxp R H XX B RFFE, Hrhe, ; = 1R IRz ;BAAGMM, 6, =0
Foora A, IR TT (BB FRATT O 26 W BE i 21 kAT T A, A4S ik
EWHITERTS(1,2,. .., 8) 5, AEFREMIIERED —s(Mls+1,s+2,...,D)4l. iILX =
(X, Xo), HH X780 x (D — s)FEFE HAN G 8RR, A2t X T A A5 s SR AE R R 14
FURFERE, X /e x sHIFERE HAES 2/ —ANRIAE, & X I FTA S 6R IR ) 57014 1
IFERE. FHRLIC2? = (25541, Tist2, -+, TiD), 1 = 1,2, .. n Nz EfGD — sMiE L
A, T 208 &5 A S R AE TR B O T 5525 IR A B i 2R B0 (R R 2, ZETHBAE AR 3
RS H A B B A RAEA I S D — sHEHE, ORI A IIFEARLEIS D — sHIER S A WA,
P R B PR B BT, ASSCHER FH Altchisonfi B (LA (1.3)). 46, =0, j = 1,2,..., sk,
XN ) AT RN, A5 2 5 I AU X Mo AT kb,

2.1 kKIE4RMEHNE(KINNT)

Far A1 I AN ) AR A e i 2R AR (P A B a4, FH X A e AR 78 B 2 B0 B AH AR
5 1) HUE () S A ik 2 B4 I Ak Th . A ST Bl ki AR SE 25 (1 JELREUNS Rl 23 5040 W 46
P X o R O B 3 AT AR, BARSPIR IR
(1) X X, AR e 2 BN B X X — X3 = (2] ) (D—s)> 5T
o = D“"ivj . j=s+1,s42,...,D,i=12...,n.
> Tig

Jj=s+1

R X RHATRENL, B2 = (0] 41,0 g0 @) p), 0= 1,2, ni— R SO,

(2) #6;,; =0 (G =1,2,...,9)0, HEX P Em(m=1,2,...,i—1,i+1,...,n)iT5H
1T B Aitchisonfi Bida(xf, k) (WA (1.3)), Bz} BIEA 5T 4L, iﬁ'{/ﬁm:[l},m;‘m, e
@iy A5 Ok BOLAAAE Ne (), MING(27) = {afy), @y, 2y b 2RIl 10k I
AR FITAE (AT 00 L 1R 565 5 270 B (i o0t 12 T ke 2540 B X b 1) 55 5 810 IR BB A e, R AR
! ., Bl

Z7]7

| =

k
x;; = Ave(zyjlaf € Ni(a])) = 121 it 4-
(3) ZPTA HIBR KRB A O AT AN 5, X RN EAME ] [ HEAT IR B, (EREATHR I A2
SERIPR . A
. D
/IE\Z‘J = ﬁ(l — Z 51'7]'.%‘1'7]‘). (21)

L. ¥J
J€{jl6;,;=0}
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2.2 E T Epanechnikov )R #ZBI R 57 ¥ HEE KL EIEANE (EKI)

R AT SE M BRI AR I 1950 il SR B0 2R A7 SRR, (H e L SR AR R I BUE IR 25 T Rk
AR AT AR, FEBA 25 FEAN A R RE A R 2 5 0 ok, ) A% R 2507 vE T DASRAMNIX
AR AZ PR EUT T DIAR 38 A A B8 2R 0000 1) BE BB AN R BV SR FEAS. R B E
B RSy ) P T R A A6 ) R 3 B ERAT TR P A e ) ARG N 1 R SR R a3k AT
Ah, ASCikFFEpanechnikov — %, BN E & — M H I REBZ R, #1555, I HAER
BAGTH AR R TIRGFIN . TP LI 4HEpanechnikov X A% Ak 11

2.2.1 HTFEpanechnikov_ X#ZHI{hit

SERE (21, 11), (22, ¥2), -+, (T, yn), Ha, e RPEAXE, v € REMWNAE. X
25 HUB I 8 o, Epanechnikov — %Al v 52 (WG BI4E, 2004) &4t 7 —Fh o] i 45 25
SE R T yo 197712, o HITRIME ICAE f (20).

F(z0)HINadaraya-Watson AT 24 i 1 2

n
> K (o, x:)y:

flwo) == = > Bii, (2:2)
;K,\(wo,wz‘) =
Hr
Bz‘:M (i=1,2,...,n),
;K,\(wowz‘)

oz ==l

K (zo, ) = D( NED )> (2.3)
3. .

D(t) = 4(1 t), t] < 1 (2.4)
0, HioAth,

(2.3)F1(2.4) B Br A Epanechnikov — K #%. (2.3) 30 INE IS, hy (z0) & —NE
R, E I E o AR T B, B (0= 1,2,...,n) Blao B MBI KHER, B HEE S
DL IARAC Ay, WX T REGE AR, A = k, ha(zo) = |lwo — 2yl AR TEE ML, X
FERT DA 21 B AR mao (1025 5 1 2 08 RO 45 200380 b 1 A, T AN 2 4 AH [R] AR ASURR 25 40
ST I L BT A R FEAR T F (2o ) I HIBUAH.

2.2.2 EHTEpanechnikovXIZHIR 7 BIEER K (EIEXNE

AR A 2+ Epanechnikov — A% Al T (¥ B AE Rl 70 Hs S AR 2EAT AL X
HHE bR IC 2.7 — 2. B4 b BRI r:
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(1) A B F RS AR RN T 555 158 (1)25
(2) 61, = 0(j = 1,2, )i, Xy HEATHGR. HHELADIAHGME L, B

n
> KN (2 2] )Ty
= ~
xéjj = L = Z ﬂl:nl’j. (2.5)
o Ka(xf )
1

3

l

TEFI(2.3) N, (|2, 2f || = da(z],z]). B = 5l,jKA(wZ‘,$Z‘)/i S K (@) Al A
=
E i a AUE.
(3) AR B B A 17 T W RSS20 R 0 (] 317 1%, 70
Bz, 5, fERRAT AR AL <8 FH PR

2.3 {2IERYEpanechnikovi% il 7 ¥ B R L EIEANE(MEKI)

1 SE 56 T A B E T Epanechnikov — % BB RAEIAMNE BAT 15 B BLAR IO 45 2R, HE &
SHANS RAT A NIRER. X T RE A T Bl B8 2% Bl 5080 1) (R BEES ARAR /DN, BN <08 1)
PR RSP AHEE, BT Ve TR B BUE AR Z AR, AR BRI M. O 7 REBUE
Z B 22, Fir L2500 Epanechnikov — 0 UM B FHEEATINBUMG T, RIZEFRIA (2.5) 20
THEA IR HAMER &

Rotan = w31 (12 20)7) =

FFE, 2ha(xo) = [lo — 2. A IERIEpanechnikov — %X B 7 B 3547 5k 25 (B 35
AN AR R T AR R 4E R

HAFEERZ, 55T Epanechnikov . I AZ [ S SEAMNZ AN [, & IE ) Epanechnikov
TR B R IABIEAME B AR Rl B EAN T AR B RUAE Bl 3o R PR B 1) SE AT ST ek /S 31X
P T =R 25 0T Re 5 o B0 B REAE, 2% g3 3R A HL s 2 8 M PRI OC. BT a3
P 2 JE A H A5 By LA T 1, IR A 45 i SR O SEAMEL TR A —E R &R, IR AR
SR REAT AN

£ T2 1E EpanechnikoviZ (1) i 73 B8 R S B A ME (MEKT) 43 4 LR AN 2 4R

(1) [RIES A £t B kI B IE AN 7 VR R 25 (1) 2

(2) H0i; =0 =1,2,...,s)IF, Xy ; BATHAN, THEAIGIHAME ]

n ~
> O B (xf, )y
=1 o~ >
xi] = = > By, (2.7)
i=1

n ~
121 0 K\ (x], x})
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Hrb By = 05K, 7) /lzn;1 003 Rox (s, ) T UL U Ay (1 = 1,2, ..., n) PE i it
AUE. FTLAE H, Rﬁi—’lgz,j # OB, o IBUES #£ 0, HER 5 A 0 538 W A 1
B KA 2y 30T Al T

(3) P IR R KR A1 O b AT S i, XN AME ] AT R B, (AT #0642
S8 FIPRR. BT,

B = VI (1- S ) (2.8)
" PO A = R
J€{316:,;=0}

Al LLE ), & IE ) Epanechnikov — K A% % 7 B8 ik 2 AAH S AMZ [F] 2& T Epanechnikovi%
3 Bt e B I ANE — FF, BRI A8 RSB AME, K B AR 2 A B8 A8 AU K
BEAT AR TE

T J5 TH] IR ADL S5 R S48 23 B vy, AR SO R 20 2508 o sl 2k 250 (R SRR M 5 S 2
] <P 241 ) Adtchison i 2§ RXE = Rl 7 vl AT Lh . BIR 2ZEe e SO H0HE I A ME 5 BsK
{8 22 [8]°F- ¥ ) Aitchison B 55

e= L S>dalxi, x;),

Nm jer
Forp, T2 ph U0 AR I X 2 5 O B0 AT I S AR L AR B, A8 W B X 2 R 2 B A
AT N8, 2 T e w4

§3. fRIUKIy

TEBUL S, BB I  BB T, %2 = il () A o, 75 % S0 4

5. X EI _ _
1 05 0.5 0.5
05 1 0.5 0.5
05 05 1 0.5
05 05 05 1

S B (D)TESE Jop, 7 2 Mo IE A5 404 R B AL 1001 RE A%, i ke A HBEZ,
(2) AL 5 B 5 A 0 608 40 1 B 1 PR BB X (3) £ IR X Wy, 21, BB —
BRI E A TEEME AT EABRIAR. 48 SR HCR N E R 2 1, 2 010
TPREF. (4)FF SR 0 2 B 15 S50 P MO 2 I 35222 . 462 2% ) Altchison i B 5
(5 _F AR BAEFR 1000, 3 =B I7 ¥4 B o BP0 e

1 100

— d )

', T 73 A BT SR — S B3 B A S SR S At AL

=(0,0,00), T=

e
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e RS I R — RAE RN, MAEEFR 100007k, 45 R3£9210¢k 48 IE A% AN ki
ARIEAMERR ZE /N, T R A 18420k 3t T Epanechnikov — VX K% F Bl 2 i 4 U AT 41 8 b
R ZE /N, B 12&100004K R BEHLHHE 1007k Y S2 56 25 Bk 2 K.

0.65

0.6

0.55
05
0.45f
0.4
0.35]
031

0.25F

0.2 . . . !
0 20 40 60 80 100

1 FEHLIHME 100K 1Y s 45 AR Z= 1

MEIL AT DL A i, B T2 1E ) Epanechnikov — % I Bk R B IHAME LR T
Epanechnikov - VX A% [ 5 2 SE AME RN EAT AT SH MK B 45 R #0 Z E#f, % T Epanechnikov
TR BB SEANE RSO R ZE K.

P = FEAMNE 10000 K G A2 22 [1)°F- 3, KNNI, EKT, MEKI 1% 2 73 Jlic -
€1, €2, ¢€3.

e1 = 0.3881, eo = 0.4537, ez = 0.3013.
S AT LIS, 18 1E I EpanechnikovAZ (IR I B AN Hl kir SRSEAMEAERT R IE 5 T
|0.3013 — 0.3881]
0.3881
b3 T Epanechnikov — {RAZ [P S AR IEAME I HERA 22428 5 1
10.3013 — 0.4537
0.4537

84. SLforAR

Aitchison (2003)43 % 45 i T hongiteflkongite 125 M FE A, FEANFEA B S5 H 5, 47
BIFRCNA, B,C, D, E, A KA HATH100. MM REASEATER LA100, AT, BT
5 — N B . AR SR S Xt Altchison (2003) FF R 1.1 1a 1R 1.1 R 08 1 56—,
TSR AT RN, FHE R KR SRR AT k. SR I, RTARROR] R R A
Horp—ANFEARAT AL, I e R ZRPFIMEE NG R ZE. RS RGN R 2 1) 45
2.

x 100% = 22.37%,

x 100% = 33.59%.
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KL =ARASAE =FIANTE T RRE

b
Jrid; Ka b Fa,b
MEKI 0.0216 0.0352 0.0243
EKI 0.0570 0.0903 0.0576
KNNI 0.0518 0.0832 0.0530

%f #a, MEKTELKNNIHERG R IR 5 1 58.3%, HLEKIHERA R L5 762.11%. XF %&b, MEKILL
KNNIHER RS S 157.6%, LWEKIHER IR & 17 61.02%. KKa, b& I, MEKIELKNNIHE
MR T 54.11%, HHEKIHER RIS 157.81%. T UAE Y, LG/ Hr b8 8] 7 Sk s
B—E g,

§5. =2 45

A SR X i R B 1 BRI 1 43 BOHE G v U v R SR K AT SRR LR R FH B Ok 2L
I B RAN T R0 AG TR S B I 1 E B R R EAN 1S B AN FE R DTER, $2H T —FhJk T Epanech-
nikov K % I 1 53 H 4 Sk 2% AE AN F1E IE I EpanechnikoviZ i) 73 F0HE S 2 {8 T HMZ.
Horp, FE T Epanechnikov — {0 B B 53 B8 B SR AB SE AN AT B AR s B AAN 10 45 B8 3 B A5
o YD PR T S ORI 25 48 4k 11 A0, T A A2 A [R] BB 25 438 R B BT A ) R, ik
THZIE M Epanechnikov — (R A% ] B 73 2048 B 2% (B SR 1R KA T AR FRAUAE it e 38, 1)
(R EEIT ST/, S5 45 B 2 IR 5 1E I Epanechnikov % () Sk 2 {8 AN EE Il AT 3E 2 i
Mgt m 122.37%, HEpanechnikov — IR ISR RAB FAME I HEDR 22 5 = 1 33.59%. B 1E
J& I EpanechnikoviZ i 73 B0 G SR AE S AME (MEKI) 15 2] 15U 1 25 5.

ARSI BIHT 2 ATE T4 25 FE AL T A SRR FH 1 B 7o s (g e S A A B v i ) P
SRR I R BB AE B R BRI AB HEAT (0, AZAEA AT R . e Ah, R T B0 o Hotls
(17 Aitchisoni &5, PR EAS FH 260 170 500 fsoxd 25 b AR e 3 A0 R IR 25 20 A7 Ja 13047 AN, e
P20 o 300 7 48 15 380 i 43 B T S5t SR S i T, P K Bl A 1

WA, fe] i B B B A 15 58 A BRI AUE R 25 B AR AU 48 2 — AME /T S0 1) .
TEA J5 1 TAF ol 22 A2 158 58 4 IR A% bR 00 Sl SR B AT Al o

2 £ X ®
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An Imputation Method for Missing Data in Compositional

Based on Epanechnikov Kernel

ZHANG XIAOQIN KaANG Ju JING WENJUN
(School of Mathematics Science, Shanzi University, Taiyuan, 030006)

Kernel function method has been successfully used for the estimation of a variety of function. By

using the kernel function theory, an imputation method based on Epanechnikov kernel and its modification

were proposed to solve the problem that missing data in compositional caused the failures of existing

statistical methods and the k-nearest imputation didn’t consider the different contributions of the & nearest

samples when it used them to estimated the missing data. The experimental results illustrate that the

modified imputation method based on Epanechnikov kernel get a more accurate estimation than k-nearest

imputation for compositional data.

Keywords: Compositional data, imputation for missing data, k-nearest imputation, Epanechnikov

kernel, Aitchison distance.
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