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Abstract

The Classified Mixed Model Prediction (CMMP) method is a newly proposed method in the field of
small area estimation in recent years. The prediction accuracy of CMMP has attracted the atten-
tion of many statisticians. The earliest Classified Mixed Model Prediction is based on the Mean
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Square Prediction Error (MSPE) criterion for classification, identification and construction of the
best prediction. Although the MSPE criterion is an uncertainty measurement criterion with good
mathematical properties (symmetry and smoothness), it is not a Strictly Proper Scoring Rules
(SPSRs). Therefore, we propose a method for classification and identification based on SPSRs cri-
terion (i.e. logarithmic score) to construct the best prediction. Firstly, on the basis of the best pre-
diction, the SPSRs classifier is constructed, identified and predicted. Secondly, the asymptotic
properties of the prediction are analyzed, and the numerical simulation proves that this method
has higher accuracy than the classical regression prediction method. Finally, an example is given
to further demonstrate our theoretical results.
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1. 518

TE IR S A 3 HR 7 22 AT AR Bkt A DA AE 0 £y 17 A, g L 3G ) IR % 7 R 2 IR RO B AR 2 R
Ao AEXPRAAE TN 0] R O3 BT IS, ATREEORLI B (5 A RHE S B B SRR (A Bl h, k3 —4
5HAHUCEC A RELH , B AE R XA B A I 2R SR B 1A OG5 R B m TR A . T JBAE, Jiang
SETIHRHY T 23 28R A M R T3 (Classified Mixed Model Prediction, CMMP), 3@ B A48, o, 78 T o
WPt ., CMMP 753 53540 T 8] 9 7l (Regression Prediction, RP)J7iE. CMMP 5 :453 8 45 it 2%
(AR, EAMZ I EAE AN DA T AIEAAE ) 2 R, s & S8 (215850 ) CMMP 77255 R VE TR AR
PG5 TS [3)E I ] CMMP it /N ARG . [FIRF, BT CMMP S84, VL ST %7
VT T SGERIHET, a0 Sun SE[ATRRE T S RS B e MRS R ALY) CMMP VA bR B SERE
53 JEA A (B T S AR &), T HH T 73 2808 & B AR A AL T 77 7% - e 4b, Sun 88 [5]1 36 1% 07 ik HEAT B0,
G54 AR B RO TS B AT 4 R UN T, B HORT I 2 28R A AR T Dy s, TR0 A A 1 A T (Mixed
Model Prediction, MMP) J5%[6] .

CMMP J5 72 A UG B 4 531 55 s P58 2 45) 5 TN 2% 22 (Miean Squared Prediction Error, MSPE), 5T & 3L,
FEIXFPAEIN T, RIS I B H50a v i) 358 2E 500 R U0 I 5040 P i ok 1 TR — 2L, R E ) 3 DT I 5% AR BRI
B, 3 FTREAFIEA IEMIVIE DL, BT IXFRUCAC I A iR 2, AT 20 CMMP 75 3 T i) s i o Rtk
I S CMMP 777 R VT ECHE I, 32 =5 UUAC Y IR 5 28, A rTRESR =1 CMIMP 7 2 Tl () IE A 1% - Gneiting
[T A 3 24 P40 v U (Strictly Proper Scoring Rules, SPSRs). SPSRs 415 s £ T 70 A Filil, - L A Fiii
SIS, R A T B AR BE 245 15 B . SPSRs ENIB /551 & 2% M T 7T,  ELin Merkle A1
Steyvers [8], Landes [9], Du, H.L. [10]4%. 424 SPSRs & X, MSPE #EIH & “i& 241 (Proper)” %
i, AHARH R “ R 38 24 1 (Strictly Proper)” 4644, SRT ™ 3d 24 ¢ (Strictly Proper)” HIRES R UAL T
“IE4 1 (Proper)” BIVES N . MIXANAEE, 4 CMMP 773 i DL ECHE I (MSPE) # A% SPSRs #EN,
WU UCFC ) TE W R T e St i, AT B = PO v mf v, DR AT 32 H SPSRs I R 43 SVRA RO T
A CMMP-SPSRs. ft SPSRs H', KT/ mMiFa MINSE s 2 51k, Wi Brier ¥£43(Brier score), Xf
$1F 4> (Logarithmic score) fl1 0~1 #¥-43(Zero-one score)&s, A2 1 % H b () 5 B 43 (Logs) 3R AT AH IS 437
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A NEZHAIN R 8 DB EREIRZ R F, 32 CMMP-SPSRs J7¥2: (TR A 20N 7, 5
BOAUETZ 7 VAT A R . 7R 2R =l i BUE L A, CMMP-SPSRs /5145 RP 7k, 25D
FH— B S HHE A CMMP-SPSRs 77 V74T %I

2. BT SPSRs N T4 23S E S =AM

e HINGREESE N, vy, i=1-m; =1, n FFHRESAREL, By, J& T3 1 A5 j 4
BE . 8 IR 5 50 T K FH R 4% 2% [1] )9 (Nested-Error Regression, NER)RE RS st 45, 40 R Ff

Yijzxi}ﬁ+ai+fijv @

Horpox ROMDZREFE, ARMKEIHRLSE, WEERN, o 2RISR, o ARZEHR. [
I AR BELRN. o AR ZZI0 6 AHE AL, HA o ~ N (0,0‘5) Me ~N (0,0'f) o

BRI — HHOWIEDEN Y100 Yo LS J <N FEFAR 0 5 B30 SCHTF, RERTS X IR 80A H
At S ABE BV DN B 8 AT DAR T 15 22 ] DA A ok A8

Yoi =X B+a +6 1< j<n,,, )

ook x, FAH | RO s IR 208 MR I o, TAES: 55— R (ICRE | e {1 m} ),
55 oy 1<i < m A AMERL, BRI BRI, TSV R h T4 L B AT I
FOBEAL: 5 R BLCRICAE | ¢ (1,-,m)), —/MAHROBEHLARE . B E (o)) =0, var (e, )= o7, 17 5
e A< § <0 IR ZETT LA AN, IR E (6, ) =0, var(q, ;) = o2, A5, EAIZRSEEE b
Moy, o WHITLMSE. HAh, o Fle, | ERERIRMIES M, ANUAER 02, =07, of, =02.
UL S M 008 5 2

O=E(Yojlen)=x1f+a, ®

HA I S5 8,07, 02 Fon BRI FIHD 3,62, 62 40 B2 Foxt B — S, 77 DURI I 2R 4 5
YE133) 562,62 . BIHUF: BT RO EE T (R A BB R A RAR K, U RAGE I B £
5 RN S B AT (T2 A 1. BRI R AL, (HRIGELIERFEAREE ZREZH. K
U, ER I GRAERER AR S S B AT Al T R TR W s . AR, W RS THE AR,
PR 22 0 A A TN AN e A TN PP 7 ) TN e 25 B AR, RIS A5 B R T 45 R B . KB H B, 02,07 Gt
— R ABRAUIR A 1

2.1. MR SINEREFELEXR

(BRI S 51 S 38— LR T ) — LB, B0 1 =i e {1, ), ELFF AR T —
YL, T TFREMIISH 1, AT TR SRR R IR oA B Al T XA B 1 (i, B
PefLmy, MBI MR H R 0 = X B+, SEILBERIER, 7T LI LI 570
Bl U R o 0 T BRI, 4y, 5 (3) R A MBI ERA: Vo Yo (W0) Vi Vi o
AL 0 = X] B+ AT, I O]y, 4w VIR AEHR IR 4 A2,

0y =E(01y)=E (011 ¥n)=E(0]¥:)-

MR B R IESEERE, WA,

Y; x' B o2, +o’l, ol
~N i i i i ,
o 0 0'51:i o’
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SCT SR v = (v, ), JFEL, I 0 B4 LRI, 1, n BRAERE, O, RS
LI n BRI o TR AR FOUIU BT M 0 B8040 P VR 5 R e A TN Ay
Hi :6~’(i) = E(XrT:B"'ai | Yi)
=x1B+E(e|Y;) (4)

2

no, - T
_XﬂJrno— +o? (5. -%5).

N, Ho|y, e INZREHRE 5 &I mIT 28,
o’ =Var (0| y)—Var(¢9| Yoo Yo ) =Var(0]y;)
Var (x1 B+, |y,)
Var( )+Var a |y,)+2Cov(x B |y,) ®)

O'O'

2

" nol+o’

@RS H B, o2, 02 A EANTH— ﬁwﬁfrﬂ 52,62 A, MW 5 3 2 50 i LR T

=X B+ = AAm—ﬁﬁy ®)

FIRE, K (G)Arh IS B R BRIt WG|y, 4 e GRS Ja sk 177 Z ARk 0,

Ui — = a E,\zl (7)

gibprik, B Oy MR WA T 2, MEKRERAN: 0]y~ N(yI I) M 0|y R L RN,

_ _ ol (0-m)
f(oly)="f(0ly)= Tono? exp{ 207 } 8)
W5 0|y 1% R (8)z, SURYE SPSRs 15 X, A5 BT/ (Logs) R ik H,
log{ f, (6] y)} _{mgaf +M} 9)
Oj

BRI SO AT SR SPSRs PLECHENSRAG THS40 | ATt R e A
SPSR, =E{Iogr}i2+(ﬂi ~9) }

~2
O

(10)
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25 (10) AT B2 () SPSRs BIOAHIBERT 5 A RIS, TR Hi 2k T SPSRs f UL AL #E NI

nnew O-I

~ — \2 ~
[Logs = argmin,.;.., {Iog G? +(#i _Azy”) + A } (11)
o (Mad?)
KA 0=, -G Vo=Ma 2 Vo & =M o
R4, fLogs’%Tﬁ&(G)iﬁqu’J i, U6 5y 2598 A RN 1 (Classified Mixed-Effect Predictor,
CMEP) Yy 6 = . -

N E IR T L E S BN, TR ORI 23 ST SR T 1 A

N =(mn,1<i<mng, ) @A XTI AN EEEARE. B8 228y NSEERANY, 1
ZH B ISHCERE p AERBI LR ERIRP o A = \Ane (AA) FRHRE A BTER. ik Hoiry T (4) 30
S ARG, B3 B, IS By NESHINE. MBH By eI —BUE T B,y
WX I G BG  FE T, 120 f o TR AR B

Al Ml =ief{l- mEET, K i iy, BRI P | i i, BAQ2) KA.

A2. ZHE Y KN RS Hy KR E v, .

A3. Xy l<isml<j<n BAFE, Hfx X KI5 kADITER.

A4 it R, o = MAX N, , Ry = minn, FiN >0 Ry oo, R -Ry >0, Hp-5=0,(ay),
vy, =0,(by), max,.,|&|=0,(cy), THZy =y, i, max_., O, (dy) Htray by % NIE
WL HAEGd (ay +by +cyby ) >0, di >0 AT AR B, RECc, 21,

EE L WMAYEBE AL~AL #RROL, TBAH a;—L—60, B SPSRs HEI R (1532518 44 RN T i A2
B

WEB: HEFEEA I =ie (L, m} FAEILIE R RN 5L @I A ER BR p0 4 SUER], AT AT
SHUHT LI A 1) 43 TR A RN T {)” (CMEP)AIZRIR A i1 = X /3+n /0{ +nfaa(yf.—xfﬂ) o HFRIERH
i,

ikb=c?/c?, W o =c?-02/c? +no? =c?/b+n,, FNEEB =ns2/67+né?=n/b+n <1.
W By XN B, WMol =02, o’=0c’y MH

Ho) = X ﬁO+BO,( X 5y)

=XrTﬁo+ T,( Xﬁo)

l,&|=

H+

St ().

9:X:ﬁ+al :Xnﬂ0+ai’
Fik, &

/J(o|)_‘9=XrTﬁo+

ibol;,(lnl,a +6) =X By —a

n; 1 .+
=a, —a + —— 1, | + = 12
1 1 (nl,+b0 QJ 1 ni,+b01n' ] ( )
b
=y —a; — . i L wa
n, +b, n, +b,
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~ T" T T 1 T
Hioy = Hioiy =% B ln( _Xﬂ) X0 By = +b 1ni,(Yi'_Xi'ﬂo)
i’ 0
(13)
8/1 o )
op (IB ﬂo) 6_('// '//0)
Herh O, Jop Hs 0 JOP TR (By') EHIBUY, Hobt (B T (Bws) 5 (B) 2.
Ji /\J:*E’J(lZ):‘cﬁiFﬂ(B)iﬁ [F SRS BTSRRI Y, =0+2, « ATTAH
iy = Yo = iy =0 =& = f) = oy + Hoiy =0 =&
= by 1 7 6’”(' P %,\_
=0 06 ni,+b0ai,+ni,+b0]m"fi' Y (/3 ﬂo)+ oy’ ('// ‘//o) (14)
=a—a; — &+,
i LR IREA & <0, (ay)+0,[(cy +1)-b }o(d)
751 | 1 log 62 +(fi, -, ) /67 +o/ wOF ) EELST < m Ak BIEN, BTN
~2
f:argmin1<i,<m{ ") + U‘Az}
nnewai'
:argmin1<i,<m{loga Vi ) +bn+n"}
. { |_7n)2(6+ni’) b+n,}
=argmin,;., Iog - + ;
O-F nnew
B,
. i -7,) (b N ] b+n.
_Iog(b+n)+(ﬂI d 2( ’ )+b+n|
o, n
& R new (15)
~ AI__n ’ b n )
s-log(b+n,)+(ﬂ ( ’ )+b+n,,
o, anEW
kSt
2 (0 ~ b+n. n —n
A g b (5 _v 2 b I | | | ’
(-5, (B+m) (.Y (Ben) <6 [°9b+n, ]
Hno=n(i=]) FEnn 2 -PREDEE, R5S80 XN, E‘z%ﬁ(ﬂ, _n)ZS(A —_n)z- AR

ni¢nj(i¢J)H]“, 16Rmax—maxn, Ryn =Minn,, WARA N, -0, mnn >0, R, —-R. —0, Ml

1<i<m 1<i<m

ﬁ(,}f—yn) <(&-v,) W ,,Tﬁﬁﬁ*ﬁ
(i -.) (i -9,

(16)

& &N E RIFRTR & TSR | ol IO RIS 3T 1 R T IEX S, ok £ i s, RER.

W — 5 T d i (14) 8
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S50, R, E(14) A

gh4(16), (AT)FI(18),
(a; - -5,) ~2& -5 -0,(c, )8, <57 -2&, -5 +5
(- ) ~2(a;—a )5 +&2 <28 -5 -2, -5, +&2 +0, (cy )5y +52
(af—a,)zéz(af—a,+§f—§,)-a+0p(cN)sN+sﬁ,
WRIF f-0= 0 -V, +Y,-0=(o; —a) ) -4 + & +& = (o —a) )+ & » FEAE(19)5XTT 7
=@ ) + 2o - )4+
aA—a,+§f—§|)-f—n+op(cN)sN+s§+2(af—a,)-§f+§l?

2(
<2 —ay +E&-&) - +0, (cy)sy +257.

A7)

(18)

(19)

(20)

Bij=g —a W, =& & WA v In| <5, +la] =0, (1) XEBFHE A= (a; e, )| 21} <y}

W — 77 A
(=9} = {(o -0 )} 2(¥2){(a-a)} -
55— T
=) ={(@ =) +n) <2 (@ —a, ) +07 |.
UL 45 25 (16) 0
(=) <l -9}
=)} <2 (e Y +22]
(e —a)} <4 (@ - ) +2¢ ]

|af -a, | <2(ay —a, )+,

mﬁmﬂm,ﬁﬂﬂsymﬁ&mhiw,mwa%%—%ﬂzoAn,|%_a43h{z(%_agﬁwﬁ}:oﬁno
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R, LSRG B, B 20) AT (4 —0)° <20, (1)+0, (1)]o, (1)+0, (cy )sy +25% =0, (1) .
M, 58 BRAFHIE .

2.2. FW MRS INERBEET L

TEAB VLR RAFAERITE LR, JWUCEL G R v R AETE A W REASAELE,  BDASAELE B0 I 454 5 1l
SRAREE P SE— LA AR VT A AT, X LRI A SE bR . W SRULREC G RAFFEMI AT #% 2.1 eSS HILRd
KANEIERS, B0 =ie {1, m}, NUHTIEE 5 I SR B0 2 A1 EL BT o 3 ORISR ITAC R R AT
FERITE L o

UARANULHS, W BCI BB A BN B) K, MTTTA (0,6, ) SUIZRERIRAH AL, #n] 75 ) B A Tt
yg’

0=E(01y)=E(01Y,.Yn)=E(9),
AP, SILEIE6—FE, BP A,
f=0=x,p, (1)
Holy, HEN
o’ =Var(0|y)=Var(@|y,, - Y,)=Var(0)
=V T
ar(xnﬂ+a, ) 22)
=Var (x] 8)+Var (&, )+2Cov(x] 8, )

_ 2
=0,

KU MZH B HE MBS g, WET 075U R S5 BAETI 4= X1 3 .«
FRE, QAR P IS ol , Wl HA R —BUbiT 6, WA Oy, MITEMITN: 6° =67,
LiLPTR, W1 0|y RIEWKA: 0|y ~N(uo®). Mili, 0]y HEERIATUFRRA

6— 2
f(9|y):éaexp{—( 20’2‘) } 23)
FIEE, XAMEOLT, XG5 (Logs) Rk =
log{f (0] y)}oc—{logaz+(ﬂ_29) } (24)
O

5 ULECAE G b 9 (10) SR HE S RLAEAH A, WI A5 LI () SPSRs Ay

(25)
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4&(10)5%[1(16)5%&, DX ¥ 4 u Gl & é&zh‘zwﬁﬁjﬂzfﬂﬂﬂiﬁﬂ A1 f1(3.11)
A, B Ioga + ,uI yn /0' +o-/ e | ﬁl log 62 + /1 yn /0' +o-/ e E[’]j(/]\ E )
HHN, WOK CMEP Jy s &I, O CMEP 32 41 .

3. BUERMUS

AR FH0F SPSRs #EM T CMEP Tl BOR 34T 43 #, 32 20K CMEP-SPSRs 7774 5 PR 7771 MSPE
45 FEEAT LB, D8 FL TN AR BRI A 5 I 2R 72 A VSRS P AP % 20 30l e, BARB 3R

1) FIBIE 5 VI B SR AL R R

BB 1 WIGENR y, HIBQRER, Hibn =51<i<m. % p=(51), % =(Lx;,) , B
5 X, TN (0,1) IRIBEHLE: BEALREE MUBEHLA o IRAN (0,07 )mﬁﬁm&c J@trs:%% ol BET ¢ M
AN (0,07 ) (rIbEHLEL, JrhgiE o2

BB 2 FUMEGE y,  EBQRER, HhwE B=(51) X, =(Lx,) » HEREx, AN (0,1)
HIBENLEG K)o, ¢ BTN o, ¢ o TTHEKTRE RN (3)5 .

SB| 3 SoBT(4)NnT 31T 0 (SR T G, RN SURHEG)RATEE 0|y T 2R o2 REHEE
SRR, B,62,62. Eaﬂ%éﬁ{mﬂtlﬁl(@ 5G)2, W5 R mT 515 0 450 s T 2, F1
0|y Ji E=fhit 67 -

BB 4 B QLRI 1y o BEH [ ogs BHO)RAI0T, WEHH 0 1155 K IR
0=j;.

BBS: L0, =X B 7 6, KR EIHBEIRP), Hrh g, %54 B 115/ —F(Least-Square, LS)
fliit. BURESH g IS5 RP,

$TR6: 4 Iit 5 CMMP-SPSRs /7 A1 RP /7L HIMSPE:  MSPE, =(6-0) . MSPE, =(4,, -0) -

I Matlab 84 L B RIEAT AR, B oD BR 2 LAN, A DR E S 100 X, 485 315 CMMP-SPSRs
J7EA RP J7VETRINR & RN 1) MSPE V318, XHEA R TREIGRZE, &I5% MSPE W EE ATFN
T ERTE ) Fabr. 45 % 1~3 TR . %Improve & CMMP-SPSRs J5i:F1 RP J51: MSPE (K% K
/N,

B BT (CMEP):

Table 1. Comparison of two MSPE methods with matching relationship, fixed at m=50,n,,, =5,07 =1
% 1. BELELRBMTE MSPE MELE:, BIE m=50,n,, =50 =1

o? 0.25 0.5 1 2 4
CMMP-SPSRs 0.0420 0.0705 0.2416 0.6053 0.7052
RP 0.1588 0.3057 1.2803 3.8752 5.1652
%Improve 277.87 333.71 429.93 540.25 632.41
Table 2. Comparison of two MSPE methods with matching relationship, fixed at m=50,n_, =5,6> =1
#* 2. BELEXRBEMSGE MSPE BtLE, EBE m=50,n,, =50 =1
o’! 0.25 0.5 1 2 4
CMMP-SPSRs 0.0243 0.0586 0.2451 0.3074 0.5982
RP 0.3101 0.4462 1.7147 1.7386 2.6358
%Improve 1176.13 661.92 599.49 465.58 340.62
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Table 3. Comparison of two MSPE methods with matching relationship, fixed at m=50,07 =102 =1
% 3. BFELEXRZBEMMSGE MSPE MtLE, BE m=50,062=10"=1

Npew 1 5 10 50 100
CMMP-SPSRs 0.721 0.2327 0.1799 0.1141 0.0924
RP 1.7852 1.5729 1.5089 1.9622 1.7549
%Improve 147.60 157.29 738.74 1619.72 1799.24

MSPE of RP — MSPE of CMMP
MSPE of CMMP

%Improve = ( ]xlOO%.

A 1~3 el aT LUK B RP 771 MSPE #B8KF CMMP-SPSRs /7741 MSPE. B ASkiE, % 1:
Y HE RN T 2 o2 ORI, B o2 (a3, W3 7% MSPE #5A # K, {Hilid%Improve Af LUK
B RP J5i% ) MSPE # K138 % = T CMMP-SPSRs J7i%; [FIBTE MSPE J7 1 |, &I CMMP-SPSRs /i
P/NF RP Jji%, it CMMP-SPSRs J7 ikl F RP Jrik. 2 2: MHGIRET % o BN, [ o [H14
B, CMMP-SPSRs 771 RP 774 MSPE I8, {H CMMP-SPSRs J7ikiG % /N RP J7i%, HI
CMMP-SPSRs J7iEH L. 4 3: 4 RA n,, SULK, MEHEH T LLE H, CMMP-SPSRs 75 %R & %05 il
DI AERAVERE S N, EIG N &, XFFEEPR, 2HWIN ARG 2, A 0 i s et 21 in . RP
FEFEAE A, BTk LR MK, H MSPE {H—HL CMMP-SPSRs ik K, [t
CMMP-SPSRs 77 ¥: LT RP J7i%.

2) FMEHE S5V SELEA LA

BB 1 IIGEEE y, TR () RAER, Hbn =51<ism. FAN%E £=(2123),
X = (Lo Xy ) > VST Xy, 05 BN (0,0) AP ROBINLAL: BEALES S BN o, AL N (0,07 )
BN, e ol RET g IR N(o,af) IBEHLE, 4 E o? .

SR 2 FOMER y, | WML R, RS E f=(123)", %, =(L xlyn,xzyn)T ,
AREE Xy 00 Xy, HN(0,2) AT ERIBENLEG )T o, ¢ 2B H N o), ¢ HTHZEBIFIR SR
IR (3)

BB 3 HOeHET(20) KT 0 BT 6 , @ (22):\15 3 o® . REEEISHM MLE. &5
3RS 0 MG S i AE T 4 A1 62 s

BB 4. HITECRP G5 HIF, 153 RP.

SB 5. HTFQOILRENFHAITMOMSKREEKFFM: =4 . Rt
log 67 +(f1; - ¥, )2/6-|? +07 [N 67 Rllog6? +( -, )Z/&2 +02/n,, 6% HIR/N . R ETE BN, W6 15y
KRG BTN a1 5 BN, O FI 3RS BOSIN A 2 -

SB,6: S()ICE AL —Ff.

WA 4 AR 5 AR LET UKL, EANUCECIEGL T, P I MSPE #7844 345 R1 UG e 175 50 AH
ZAl, BRI CMMP-SPSRs J5 ¥ AHXT RP J5 iR IHAFAEAL R, [FIiF%Improve (2840 2 AR o ik,
AJ DA AN EE A SR s o2 RAFAEILACE &R, CMMP-SPSRs J7 kAN T+ RP J7 & Tl #5
R RRE .

4. LGRS

AT LR 2 RN 52 T 55 i 35 H (Television School and Family Smoking Prevention and Cessa-
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F BT

tion Project, TVSFP) [11]1% 4 KX} CMMP-SPSRs J7iE61E, e HR B 7% G2 ok B 22 E I RIAR JE M 7542
BRI S B R -G o el H 3 22 DL R A A A AL P T URAR AN DL s AT A At ) Ty A
TRHE 7 THT (AT S BCA RCR I L N T X E R 2 AR 0K, 8 TVSFP £l b i — 748, BRI
B 1) 28 Fraeds, X Ee A AL 53 BC A DU PP F 2% A I — e 1) iR+ 22 PR AR (social-resistance
classroom curriculum, CC); 2) A T-Tii(television intervention, TV); 3) 454 CC I TV 4) AHAFIALFE,
YA %5 55 f e %011 £ 2% (Tobacco and Health knowledge scale, THKS)/3 73 /& & BERF 5t 4% AT —, 1E AR
SEEG NN AR B . THKS 2 -GN S0 H AL, T PP 2R RS A B AR . B R8s A e 1
ROAI T TS I () 2 58 B THKS . 550308 /25K B 28 FT#AZ 1 1600 4444, BT ERA 1 & 13 M=,
NEEA 2 2 28 4% . ZBYE AT LE htp://www.hsph.harvard.edu/fitzmaur/ala/tvsfp.txt F 254

Table 4. Comparison of two MSPE methods without matching relationship, fixed at m=50,n_, =5,0>=1
® 4. NEELEXRMMT A MSPE BIELEE, BEE m=50,n,, =507 =1

o’ 0.25 0.5 1 2 4
CMMP-SPSRs 0.0921 0.1205 0.3383 0.6160 0.6863
RP 0.1849 0.5785 1.7598 3.8079 5.1960
%Improve 100.74 379.90 420.21 518.22 657.05

Table 5. Comparison of two MSPE methods without matching relationship, fixed at m=50,n_, =5,0> =1
%5 NEFELEXRAEMI A MSPE B9LLE, BElZE m=50,n,, =50, =1

o’ 0.25 05 1 2 4
CMMP-SPSRs 0.0210 0.0915 0.2727 0.3861 0.6433
RP 0.2228 0.7791 1.3481 1.7807 2.6642
%Improve 962.21 751.63 394.35 361.15 314.15

X 28 BT B VB NI SRR 1 — A T4 . BURFFA MBI ZR AR (k) Bt ot DUEGs e A
G A B AR ) 10 fi (), 0, AR SR SR I E S REARE AR R ) . 1E 28 Pk bk %
For— PR R LI A S R AN S0 T R LI B Sk B BRI — AN 22, T R B AT Al O
FET RS IR CMMP-SPSRs J7 751 RP 77 k0 ETMLIN R TR & 24 B () EAT T« 5% J& oy 28 Plrake b
ORS00 =1 G ok X (=

VISR BRI A7 A ik B 1R 22 B A

Vi = Bo + BiXip + BoXija + BoXija + BiXija + & + &, (26)

i=L-m, j=1--,n, M=28, n A2 % 28 A&, Hiy, RTHUEH THKS &7, x;, A THHTK
THKS 7357, BIAMEATATARER I8 s x;, 9 CC BUEE; % N TV IR x;, 945 & CC M TV 1L
o B=(Bo B Bon Be) R E N L AKRI B H, H ag MQORFHBEEAHE. 2%
v =(B.02.07) MBKBRGH T O)RA . ity = (8,62,67)  FIRHBAL TSI AT K13 S4B i
/N A THC N B o MRUESE— P B BB E A E R I, 28 P e A M I SREE 50 aRs
ABCBEHT L I 455 Bt 1R 22 [l AR Y (NERY) U 75 90000 PR VR 5 RS R
0 = Bo + BiXi + BoXija + PsXijs + ByXia + 4y o

$2 Kk 43 5 CMMP-SPSRs 771 RP 77325 35 A 504 (1) 7R A 5080 13-4 T 7000, 8 SO0 v aff 7 T
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PLE T IXWIR . g5 SRR 6 Fra, i CMMP-SPSRs Al RP #1387 e xd fiill i 2, R,
‘é_”i_lz?:i yij‘
én,r - n;lz’;i:i yij‘

$5h 0 9% CMMP-SPSRs J7 IR & M HIILE (K19, 6, 6% RP 7%k F (036 A R0 HUML M P 1
Vi =Yy TR AR

Table 6. CMMP vs RP for TVSFP data
%< 6. TVSFP ##E#) CMMP vs RP

R CMMP-SPSRs RP %Improve R CMMP-SPSRs RP %Improve
1 0.1723 0.2999 74.0 15 0.3740 0.6292 68.2
2 0.0036 0.1008 267.2 16 0.2821 0.4242 50.3
3 0.0658 0.1384 110.1 17 0.0720 0.1124 56.0
4 0.0303 0.0848 179.3 18 0.0791 0.1689 135.0
5 0.0284 0.0840 195.8 19 0.2784 0.4360 56.5
6 0.0320 0.1015 217.3 20 0.0932 0.2457 163.6
7 0.1344 0.2898 115.7 21 0.2375 0.4506 89.7
8 0.1085 0.2094 92.9 22 0.1417 0.2241 58.1
9 0.1403 0.2412 71.8 23 0.2300 0.3533 53.6
10 0.0050 0.0156 209.3 24 0.0594 0.1414 138.0
11 0.0582 0.0979 68.0 25 0.0116 0.0498 329.8
12 0.2345 0.4328 84.5 26 0.2455 0.4033 64.2
13 0.0570 0.0596 4.6 27 0.0593 0.1343 126.4
14 0.0709 0.1271 79.3 28 0.0318 0.0815 156.1

A 6 FREFE AT LUA H, FEIX 28 FriEiH, CMMP-SPSRs J7 ik I TIIN iR ZH#E LL RP J5i%/0N, 4
FJHEYF, CMMP-SPSRs J5 ik TR HERA L RP D5V . B2t E 20 bl 4.6%3] 329.8% 155, Hiil
I AN RS Kl 19) B DL K 28 FT REAFAEABAT W BE IR ANAZAE, A SCE I VT % 2R3 Sk A I 25
Xl rp RSBV BL AR AL A A5 JSOR B e 30N F) PR B 1
5. R4S

ICN=A

AL F BRI T HRE R ZE A 43 TR A RS T 0] R, R CMMP 7 VA LE VR3O 7 ) 2 1
RPEATEGE, BT XS0 UCECHE N vk sclt, fECA MR EE CMMP v, 3
G PC A T SR FH #3937 TRAR 22 . 9 T A4k CMMP 73, R T 3T DL RS HE I 773 SPSRs. A
L EEX CMMP-SPSRs J5 %A1 RP 5k AT T W, 8 K EHUEAEIIATE H, HIULHR RAFEESE A
{71E, CMMP-SPSRs J7 V25 T [RNA TR 77 VAR SR ORAF A AR 1 P TR A8 R

N5 0 TAE R R S AT IR A, e T BRI T g, BURTREA R T3 N A
J& TATAR /N o S5 G HEY 2546 158 58 F1 SPSRs N, FRATTAT DA — 20 28 FE A Tl A A 4 — e W 2 (B8 A5
S8 FE) T AE /NI A L T 75
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