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ABSTRACT

In this paper we have considered the problem of estimating the population mean using auxiliary information in presence of
non-response on both study as well auxiliary variables under stratified random sampling. We have studied the properties of
the suggested class of estimators under large sample approximation. Expressions for the optimum sample sizes of the strata
in respect to cost of the survey have been also derived. An empirical study is carried out to see the performance of the
proposed class of estimators.
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RESUMEN

En este paper hemos considerado el problema de estimar la media de la poblacién usando informacion auxiliar en presencia
de no-respuesta en ambas variables de estudio y de las auxiliares bajo muestreo estratificado. Hemos estudiado las
propiedades de la clase sugerida de estimadores bajo la aproximacion para grandes muestras. Expresiones para el tamafio
optimo de muestral de los estratos respecto al costo del survey también han sido derivadas. Un estudio empirico se desarroll6
para ver el comportamiento de la propuesta clase de estimadores.

PALABRAS CLAVE: variable de estudio , variable auxiliar, No-respuesta, Muestreo aleatorio estratificado, estimador
exponencial.

1. INTRODUCTION

The problem of non-response is very common in practice. Due to non-response the estimators of the
parameters yield bias outcomes. Hansen and Hurwitz (1946) was the first to tackled the problem of non-
response. Later various authors including Cochran (1977), Rao (1986), Khare and Srivastava (1997), Singh
and Kumar (2008, 2009), Singh et al (2010) have discussed the problem of estimating the population mean
of the study variable (SV) using information on auxiliary variable (AV) in presence of non-response using
Hansen and Hurwitz (1946) technique under simple random sampling without replacement (SRSWOR)
scheme. Usually SRSWOR sampling scheme is used when the population units are homogeneous. However
in practice heterogeneous population are also commonly encountered. In such situation stratified random
sampling is recommended. Keeping this view Chaudhary et al (2009) studied the problem of non-response
in stratified random sampling assuming that non-response occurs only on SV has been handled. Later
Sanaullah et al (2015), Saleem et al (2018) and Shabbir et al (2019) have studied the problem of non-
response when non-response occurs on both study and AVs and on the SV only in stratified single and two-
phase sampling. For more detailed study the reader is referred to Singh et al (2010), Singh et al (2018),
Singh and Sharma (2015) and Singh and Vishwakarma (2019).

In this paper we have made an effort to propose a family of estimators for estimating the population mean
of the SV y using information on two AVs (x, z) in presence of non-response under stratified random
sampling. The properties of suggested family of estimators have been studied under large sample
approximation. It has been shown that the proposed family of estimators is better than Saleem et al (2018)
class of estimators. Numerical illustration is given in support of the present study.

2.  REVIEW OF EXISTING ESTIMATORS
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Let a finite population U =(U;,U,,...,U,, )of size N be stratified into L strata (homogeneous). Let N, be

L
the size of the h™ stratum (h=1,2,...,L) such that Z N, = N . Letyand (x, z) be the study and AVs taking
h=1

values (yp,;, Xy 2, )On the i™ unit of the h™ stratum respectively. Let (yj,, X, Z;, ) be the sample means of
the h™ stratum corresponding to the population means (\7h , )?h,z_h) respectively. In practice it is usually not

L

possible to gather complete information from all the units selected in the sample nh[z N, = n}. We have
h=1

studied the problem in the situation, where non-response occurs on all the variables (y, x, z).

Let ny) units from a sample of size nj respond and ny,(,) units do not. Employing Hansen and Hurwitz

Nh(2)

(1946) method of sub-sampling the non-respondents, a sub-sample of size rh(rh = , fr >1J from

h
N2 NON-respondent group is selected at random and fidenotes the sampling fraction among the non-
h

respondent group in the h™ stratum. In practice, r, is generally not integer and has to be rounded. In
accordance with most of the current literature on this research topic, we suppose that the followed-up
I, (c nh(z))units respond on the second call. Further, let d denotes a dummy variable taking value d,; on
the i™ population unit of stratum h and has h" stratum population mean Dy, . Hereafter, d may stand for if,
x or for asecond AV z (i.e. d,, may stand for y,,x, and z,in stratified sampling ). Let

Nh(1)

1 = 1
d, = dhic.d =— E idp;
M) Mhay ; hi(1)» ¥rh(2) f, & hi(2)

and
= _ M = Mhe 7
dpy =—2 e + —=d
h n, nh(1) n, rh(2)
(2.1)

where d, nh) IS the mean of ny,;) respondents on first call and d ) is the mean of r, units respond on the

second call and J; denotes the unbiased Hansen and Hurwitz (1946) estimator of D,, for stratum h.

L
Thus we define an unbiased estimator of the population mean D = ZWh D, as
h=1

L
d; = thdl:
=)
2.2)
and the variance/MSE of dg is given by
3 L L
V(d; ): Z5hWhZS§h +Z 5;Wh285h(2)!
h1 ho1

(2.3)

N, Nh(2)

Z(d ni — Di )2 Z(d hi — 5h(?_) )2

i=1

where S3 = I:l(l\l—l) and S§h(2) = —(ﬁr are respectively mean square of entire group
h— h2) ~

. . . N
and non-response group of variable d in the population for the h™ stratum, W, = Wh , O = (ni_NiJ
h h

* (fh—l)th Np 2 Nhe2
_ @\, =02 g M

O . N ; and Ny, being the size of the non-response group of the
h h h

population in the h stratum.



For obtaining the bias and mean squared errors (MSESs) of the proposed estimators we below give the values
of the required expectations:

We write
yst_Y(1+e0) St_X(1+e1) Z_(l+e;)
such that
e ) ef)-o
and
L L
E(egz) %Z (5h yh +5hsyh(2)) Voeo, E(el ):%Z (5h xh +5hsxh(2)) Vo
h=1
L L
E(e;2)=z——lzZ W2(5,82 + 6782 )= Vara. E(eoe1)=%2 W (515 i + 075 )= Vi
h=1 h=1
L
E(%é)z%zwhz(%sym +5;Syzh(2)):V0*ll’ (elez) XZ th (5h Ssan +5“SXZ*‘(2)) Vio
hel h=1
where
N
Sy = (Nhl—l) i-hl (s = X Nyt =¥ )= PSSy Syan :ﬁzh;(wu Vo zn ~Z0)= pynS nSan:

szh :ﬁZ(Xhl hXZhI ) pxzhsxhszhl

|
Np(2)
1 _ _
Syn(2) = N 1 Z(Xhi = Xn@ thi -Yh )= Pryh(@)Sxn(2)Syn(2)
h) ~—1) =

Nic2)

Syi(z) = Nog) L izl:(yhi ~Yh) thi —Zp) )= Pyah(2)Syh(2)Sh(2)»

Nh(2)

1 _ _
S = Xpi — X I —Z = S S ,
xzh(2) Nh(z) 1 Izl:( hi h(Z)X hi h(Z)) Pxzh(2)°xh(2)Xzh(2)

_ 1 _ 1 < _
Yh _N_thlvxh _N_thilzh ——Zzhu
i=1 h iz i=
Yho) =—— D Yni» Xn@) = thzh(Z) Zpis
Nh) 3 Nigy &

(pyxh, pxzh,pyzh) and (pyxh(z),pxzh(z), pyzh(z)) are the correlation coefficients between the subscripted

variables of entire population and non-response group of population in the h™ group.

Saleem et al (2018) suggested the following estimators for population mean Y in stratified random
sampling as

Xz
=V == || = |
Xst )\ Zst

(2.4)
2.5)

Ix 9;
Loy a, X +hb, a,Z +b
T oy lag®g by -y Na X +b) | | a,la,zg +b, )+ M-a, Na,Z +b,)|



9;

R a, X +b, > a,Z +b,
T Tk b Ao Nay X b, )| | alazs +b, ) A-a, Na,Z +b,)

2.7
\(Nhe)re a, (#0) and a, (# 0) are constants and b, and b, are either real numbers or the functions of the AVs
in the form of coefficients of variation, standard deviations, correlation coefficients, skewness and kurtosis,
whereas g, and g, are known scalars take the value (0, 1, -1) and (e, , e, )are constants to be determined
such that MSE of the estimator t, is minimum and 7, is a constant to be determined such that MSE of t,
is minimum.

In this paper we have suggested some classes of estimators for population mean Y of the SV y using

information on two AVs (x, z) and their properties are studied up to first order of approximation. Merits of
the proposed estimators are demonstrated through numerical illustration.

3. PROPOSED CLASS OF EXPONENTIAL-TYPE ESTIMATORS

When the non-response occurs on the SV y and on the AVs (x, z), we define the following exponential-type
estimators for population mean Y as

—a,ha (% - X) )}Xp{ —a,h,a, (2 -7) }

(2—0:X)(ax>?+bx)+ozx(ax>‘<:t +h, (2-a, )(aZZ_+bz)+ocz(a22:t +bz)

te = y:t eXp|:

3.1)
where (a,,a,,b,,b,,a,,a,)are same constants as defined earlier and (h,,h, )are known constants take

value (0, 1, -1) to give unbiased, ratio-type and product-type exponential estimators.
Expressing (3.1) in terms of e’s we have

* -1 * -1
toe =\7(1+ ea)exp{_ hxazxu"el (1+ aXZUX efj }exp{_hzwzzuze2 (l+ azzuz er } ,

(3.2)

< _
a_x—and v, :a_Z—Z .
a, X +by a,Z +b,

Expanding the right hand side, multiplying out and neglecting terms of e’s having power greater
than two we have

* (hxaxux) * (hzazuz) * (hxaxux) A (hzazuz) *Ax

where v, =

_ 1+ €y — > € — > e, — > €06 — > €0€s

t.=Y

* + (hxaxux )(hzO‘zUz)ei"(_};r + hx(hx +2)(axux)2 GIZ + hz (hz +2Xazuz )2 eZZ

4 8 8

or
( _) B e; _ (hxazxux)ei* _ (hzazzuz )e; _ (hxa;_xux)egef _ (hzazzuz )ege;

t.-Y|=Y .

* + (hxaxux Xhzazuz)e*e* + hx (hx +2)(axux )2 e*2 + hz (hz +2)(azvz )2 e*2

4 1%2 8 1 8 2

(3.3)

Taking expectation of both sides of (3.3) we get the bias of t,, to the first degree of approximation as
B(t )_ z hx (hx + 2Xaxux )ZVZ,E)O + hz (hz + ZXaZUZ )ZV(;:)Z + 2(hxaxux )(hzazuz )‘/lt)l
ae /)~ *

8]- 4(hxaxux )‘/110 - 4(hzazuz )‘/0*11
(3.4)
Squaring both sides of (3.3) and neglecting terms of e’s having power greater than two we have

2 2
ez o) g aa0s) oo feter (a0, i

(te —Y f =V2 4 4 ,
* + (hxaxux ;(hzazuz)efe;
(3.5)



Taking expectation of both sides of (3.5) we get the MSE of t,, to the first degree of approximation as

« ¢(h 2« (h z . . .
Vozo + @\/zoo + @Vooz - (hxaxe )‘/110 - (hzazUz )‘/011

(3.6)
Differentiating (3.6) partially with respect to , , &, and equating to zero we have

(herx Maoo (o0 Moy }{O‘X} _ [ZVIEO} .
(thx )‘/101 (thz )‘/002 AT
(3.7)
After solving (3.7) for a, and «, we get the optimum values of «, and ¢, that minimizes the MSE of t,,
as

_ 2(\/110V0*02 _Vo*llvlz)l)

- w1 = Axo (52Y)
" (h(xe )(VzooVooz - 1021)) °
2 V(;nvz*oo —VfélVﬂo
= * * * = a (Say)
’ (thz )(Vzoovooz - 1021) 0

(3.8)
Thus the resulting minimum MSE of t,, is given by
6/110V002 -2V, 110V011V101 +V011V200 )}
b/zoovooz - 1021 )

MSEmm( ) Y_2|:V0*20_

(3.9
Now we established the following theorem.
Theorem 3.1: To the first degree of approximation,

MSE (tae ) > V2 {Vo*z - 6/110V002 2Y110Y(;11V123 +Vo*121V2*00 )}
b/zoovooz —V1021 )
with equality holding if a, =ayanda, =a,; .
For different values of constants (a,,«,,a,,a,,b,,b,,h,,h, ) a large number of estimators can be generated
from the proposed class of exponential type estimators t,, at (3.1).
The biases and MSEs of the members of the proposed class of exponential type estimators t,, can be easily

obtained from (3.4) and (3.6) just by putting the suitable values of the constants
(ax’az’aX’aZ’bX’bZ’hX’hZ)

Some members of the class of exponential-type estimators t,, are shown in Table 3.1.

Table 3.1: Some members of the proposed class of exponential-type estimatorst,,

Ratio-cum ratio-type Product-cum product-type
exponential estimators exponential estimators a, | by | a, | b, | o] o,
h,=h, =1 h,=h,=-1
_ 5" exp X — Xy 7 exp Xq — X
ae(l) st )? 4 )_(:t ae(Z) st st . X
= e = 1 0 1 0 111
exp Z__—Zit exp| 28— Z
Z+1I4 Iy +7Z

X — Xy
tae(S) yst exp —x t
X + X, ¢ + 20y

Z-174
eXp| =————
Z+Z4+2py,




_* o | X = X oy )_(*t -X
Lae(s) = Vst EXp{U T ¥ }tae(éi) yst EXD{ <+ > = E}

— . oy | 1 | o, 1 1|1
5
exp —24 *ZS‘ exp
o\ +17y)+2 aZZ+zst+2

" p (f —Xq )
tae(7) = Vst eXP{ P }ae(B) Vs eXP{‘(—)_'
+ Xt |1+ 4

Py

X X +
Z-7.
exp pyz_( _ St) exp pyz
pyZiZ +Zg i+2 Py Z+zSt +2

X — X
tae(9) yst eXp{ X+ )_( StZC }tae(lo) yst exp{(%i-x_)rz%_}
X st
expd 1= z :Zst exp Zst —-Z
Z+1Z4)+2C, Z +174)+2C,

For generalized family of ratio-cum-ratio-type exponential estimators shown in Table 3.1, we can give the
MSE expression in equation (3.6) as

+
o

v? (Vo*zo + %Vz*oo + %Vot)z ~Vi10 ~Vou + %Vlzlj = MSE(tae(l) ); i=1
* 1 * 1 * * *
MSE(tae(i) ): Vozo + 1 Uf(izljvzoo + 2 Uzz(izleooz - Ux(%ljvno - Uz[i;ljvon

)
2 2
(3.10)

Y 2
and for generalized class of product-cum-product-type exponential estimators depicted in Table 3.1 ; the
MSE expression can be given as

—_— * 1 * 1 * * * 1 * .
Y 2[Vozo + szoo + ZVooz +Vi0 +Vour + Evlolj; =2

:1=35,79

* 1 2 * 1 2 *
Voo +—=05: Vogn +—=0%: Voo +0 ,. Vii0 +0 . V
MSE(uy)=| T L) o T T
Y? ;j=4,6810
+11) 19 V101
{31) {3
(3.11)
where
X Z
UX(l) :? and Uz(]_) = Z_+p ’
yz
o, X 0,7
Uyy =——=— and v, = —=——,
X7 5 X +1 0 5,7 +1
X zZ
UX(S) ZL and UZ(S) :L,
Py X +1 pypl+1
X Z

KON STeai i U Svou
X z

3.1 Optimum n, With Respect to Cost of The Survey



Let C,be the cost per unit of selecting N, units at first attempt, C,, be the cost per unit in enumerating
Ny Units and Cy,, be the cost per unit of enumerating r, units. Then the total cost for the ny, stratum is

given by
Ch = Chonh +Ch1nh(1) +Ch2rh vh :1,2,..., L

(3.12)
Now, the total expected cost per stratum of the survey is given by

Wh(2
E(Ch): nh|:ch0 +CpWhp +Chy f( ) ]
h

(3.13)

h 2) SUCh that Nh(l) + Nh(z) = Nh .
h

Thus the total cost over all the strata is given by
L

L
Wha
Co =D E(Cy) :Znh|:ch0 +CrWhay +Ch2 f( ) }

h-1 h-1 h
(3.14)

Let us consider the function for the estimator t,
$= MSE(tae )+ uCy

N
Where Wh(l) = % and Wh(z) =
h

(3.15)
where u is lagrangian multiplier.
We write
Vi (\/ 2 ) Wh(2)
6= | Y *Vazo + HiVaog + HVogp = 2H,Vizg = 2H,Vigys +2H, H Vg +ﬂznh Cho +CraWha) +Cny 1
h=1 fh
(3.16)
h
where H, :—( XO;XUX) and H, :—(hZaZZUZ).

We further let

s2 Sy s

S =| 0 n2 S0 2 S oy S oy S oy Sen |
yzoorxr e S A "Xz

(3.17)

S Sih(Z) H2 th(Z) H2 Szzh(Z) oH S><yh(2) 2H Syzh(2) 2H H, szh(Z)
===+ —— + —— = — +

A I R L 7 Xz

(3.18)

Then we express the function ¢ as

f, -1 W
¢ Y ZZWh |:(L_N_Jsh (hnﬂsh(z)} + ,UZ nh[Cho + Cthh(l) + Ch2 h) J
h

Ny h o1 fy
(3.19)
Differentiating (3.19) partially with respect ton,, and f,, and equating to zero, we have
0 —, W2 Wh2
6_¢ =-Y? —Z{Sh (fh _1)Nh(2)sh(2) }+ ,U[Cho +CryWhwy +Cpo —— @ = 0,
Ny ; fy
(3.20)
2

0 2 WnWha) Whe2)
7yt T g —un,C =0.

of, n, h2) — HNhn2 fhz
(3.22)

From equations (3.20) and (3.21), we have



Wi, \/Sh + (fh _1)Nh(2)sh(2)

Wh2)
\/; Cho + CriWhqy +Ch2

nth_

(3.22)
and

\/; _ Y—Wh fhyShe
Ny \/Ch(Z)
(3.23)

Inserting the value of \/; from equation (3.23) into the equation (3.22), we get

N ey
h(opt) \/Sh(Z) (ChO + Cthh(l))

(3.24)
Putting from equation (3.24) into equation (3.22), we get the optimum value of n,, as

— \/Bﬁ N BhWh(2)4/Ch2Sh(2)

Yw,

n Ah
h =
9 AhWh(z)\/ChZSh(Z)
Juy | A+
Bh
(3.25)

Where Ah = ,‘"Cho +Cthh(l) ’and Bh = ,‘"Sh —Wh(z)sh(z) j .

The \/; in terms of total cost C, can be obtained by putting the values of f ., andn, from equations
(3.24) and (3.25) respectively into equation (3.14) as

L
Ju ZCLZWh(AhBh +Wh(2)m)

0 h=1
(3.26)
Substitution of (3.26) into (3.25) yields the optimum value of n,, as

W\/BZ BiWh(2)4/Ch2Sh2)
hyPn t

n = S i
h(opt) = L
th (Ah By + Wiy /Cthh(z)) J AZ 4 AWh(2)yCh2Sh(2)
h=1 By,

(3.27)
The values of f}, oy and ny ) Can be computed from the expressions (3.24) and (3.27) for different values

of (\Nh(l) ‘Wh(2),Cno,Cryand Cpy )

3.2.  Improved Class of Exponential Type Estimators on the Line of Searls (1964)

Following Searls (1964) we define the following class of estimators for the population mean Y as

—a,ha, (% -X) )}Xp{( —a,ha,(z; -7

2-a, X +b, )+ ayla, Xy +b, 2-a,)a,Z +b, )+ a,la,z5 +b, ) |

Lo :’727; exp (
(3.28)
where 77, is a suitably chosen constants that MSE of t, is minimum.

To the first degree of approximation the bias and MSE of t, are respectively given by

B(tse ) = Y_(UZ _1)+ Bias(tae)
(3.29)



and
MSE(tse)ZY_Z(UZ _1)2 + UZZMSE(tae )+ 2Y_772 (772 _1)Bias(tae )’
(3.30)
where Bias(t,, Jand MSE(t,, ) are respectively given by (3.4) and (3.6).
The MSE(t, )at (3.30) is minimum when
_ Y (¥ + Bias(t,)) _
2 N7 MSE(t,, )+ 27 Bias(t )] X
(3.31)
Thus the resulting minimum MSE of t., is given by
~ Y 2(Y + Bias(t, )
¥ 2+ MSE(t,, ) + 2 Bias(t,e )|

{1+ MSEEtae) L2 Biaf(tae)}
Y Y

MSE i (tse ) =Y?

or

MSE i (tse):Y_Z 1-

(3.32)
Thus we state the following theorem.
Theorem 3.2- The MSE of the class of estimators tg, is greater than equal to MSE,;, (ts,) at (3.32) i.e.

f MSEl], 2]
Y Y

MSE(t,)> Y ?[1-

(3.33)
with equality of holding

M2 =Ma(opty WHEre 754y IS given by (3.31).
A large number of improved estimators can be generated from the proposed class of exponential type
estimators t,, for appropriate values of the scalars (e,,a,,h,,h;,a,,a,,b,,b,). For example some

members of the class of exponential type estimators t,, are shown in Table 3.2.

Table 3.2: Some members of the class of exponential type estimators t, .

Ratio-cum-ratio-type Product-cum-product-type
exponential estimators exponential estimators a, b, a, b, ay a, 75
h,=h, =1 h,=h, =-1

tse(l) tse(Z) 1 0 1 0 1 1 P
te3) tse(a) 1 | Py | 1 | P | 1 1 175
tse(5) tse(G) Oy 1 o, 1 1 1 P
tse(7) tsee) Py | 1 | Pe| 1 1 1 n,
tse(9) tse(10) 1 | C 1 C, 1 1 n,

The minimum MSE of the ratio-cum-ratio-type exponential and product-cum-product-type exponential
estimators given in Table 3.2 can be given using equation (3.32) as

MSE in (tse(i) )= 21—

(3.34)

[1+ Bias(_tae(i) )JZ
Y

Y_Z

{1-’_ MSE(tae(l))+ 2 Biai_(tae(i) )}




for i=1,3,5,7,9;
. 2
(1+ Blas(iae(j))]
Y

L MSE(tae(j))+ 2 Bias_(tae(j))
y? Y

MSE in (tse(j) )= Y21-

(3.35)
for j=2,4,6,8,10.

3.3. Mathematical Efficiency Comparison
For the purpose of comparison of the suggested estimators with stratified sample mean estimator

L
Vo = ZWh ¥y, , ratio-cum-ratio-type exponential estimator tae(r) ,» We consider the following notations:
h=1
1 2 * 1 2
6, =| =07 \Vopg +—=0
B L I
2

( i_zljvo*02 - Ux(‘jjvﬁo v (i;ljvgn + %ux[i;]uz (ij)vl’gl ,i=3579

9; = %Uf(;ljvzzo + %Uzz[ilJVO*OZ - Ux[il)\/ﬁo - Uz(;l]vo*ll + %Ux(;ljuz[glj

Vioi I j = 2,4,6,810

1 * 1 * * * 1 *
By, = =Vano + Vg — V10 — Vot +=Vigs.
le 4 200 4 002 110 011 2 101

e  From (3.10) we have that
MSE (tae(i) )< MSE(teeqq) ) if
6 <By

(3.36)
Further let us designate

* *2 * *2 * * *
_ (V002V110 +VoooVo11 — 2V101V011V110)

BZ * * *
ZOOVOOZ - 1021
. 2
1L Blas(fae(i))
C. = Y
! 1+ MSE_(Zae(I))_;’_ ZBIaS_(tae(l))
Y Y

e  Also from (3.10) we have that
MSE (taq(y )< MSE(7, ) if

6 <0

(3.37)

e  From (3.9) we have that
MSE i (tze ) < MSE(y ) if

B, >0

(3.38)

which is always true

e  From (3.9) we have that
MSEmin (tae)< MSE(tae(l)) ie. if

1.« 1.« . . 1 .
B, > (szoo +ZV002 —Vi10 —Vou +EV101]

(3.39)
e  From (3.34) we have that

MSE i (te(iy ) < MSE (75 ) if

10



(1—ng0)< G

(3.40)

e From (3.34) we have that
MSEmin (tse(i))< MSE(tae(l)) if

* 1 * 1 * * * 1 *
Ci> [1— [Vozo + szoo + ZVooz —Vi10 —Vour + EVlOl):|

(3.41)

e  From (3.9) and (3.34) we have that

MSEmin (tse(i) )< MSEmin (tae) if

Ci > (l+ B, —Vo*zo)

(3.42)

The MSEs of t; and t,, to the first degree of approximation is given by
MSE<tsl) =Y? [V(;zo +V2*oo + V(;oz - 2V1*10 - 2\/0*11 + 2V1’51J

(3.43)

MSE(tsz)= y? [Vozo +Va00 + Voo +2Vi90 + 2V + 2V101J

(3.44)

To the first degree of approximation, the minimum MSEs of the estimators t, and t, are respectively given

by

MSE i (ta):Y_Z VJZO -

Voo Vi3 + VooV — Vi Var Vi )}
(Vz*ooV(;)z - 1221 )

(3.45)

= MSEmin (tae)

2

{1+ MSYlEZ(ta) . 2Bi$_s(ta)}

MSE in (ts ) =Y?|1-

(3.46)
where bias and MSE of t, to the first degree of approximation is

o +1 * o o +1 o
B(ta ) = |:(g xXxUx )‘/110 + %af%ﬁvzoe - (g %70, )‘/Oll + (g xxUx )(g %70, )‘/101 + %O‘EU?VOOZ}

MSE(ta ) _ Vz[Vozzo + (9 KOy Dy )2V2*00 + (g L, 0,0, )ZVO’:)2 — 2(gxaxux )\/ﬁo = 2(gzazuz )\/0*11} .

+ 2(9 xXxUx )(gzazuz )‘/121
From (3.10) and (3.43) we have
MSE (t,() )< MSE(ty) if

*

%6/;00 +Voga + 2V131)< (Vllo +V°*11)

ie. if Mof\/&l) .3
(Vz*oo +V002+2V1t)1) 4

(3.47)
Als0 MSE(t,ez) )< MSE(ts, ) if

* 1 * 1 * * * 1 * * * * * * *
(Vozo + szoo + Zvooz +Vi10 +Vou1 + Evlolj < 6/020 +Vo00 +Vooz +2Vi10 + 2Vp1 + 2V101)

(Vlio +V0*11) o 3

i.e. if +— _ _
(Vzoo +Vooz +2Vigy ) 4

(3.48)
From (3.32) and (3.46) we have
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MSEmm( se)< MSEmln( ) f

L]
1+

MSE(t, ) 2Bias(t, ) - s
(3.49) } {

MSE(t ae) 2Bias(t,e )
& '

Y2 Y

3.4. A More General Class of Estimators

We define a class of estimators for population mean Y of the SV y using auxiliary information on (x, z) in
presence of non-response on all the variables (y, x, z) under stratified random sampling as

a, X +b, . a,Z +b,
x T ax(ax)_(:t+bx ) az(azi;+b) 1 a )(a Z+b)

J+ (L-a, Na, X +b
(’71”72):)/5t !
17, 6Xp aha( X) exp aha( )
? ayla % +by )+ 2—ax)(axx +by) (8,25 +b, J+(2—a, \a,Z +b,)
(3.50)

where(g,.9,,a,,a,,h,,h,,a,,a,,b,,b, ) are same constants defined earlier and (1,7, ) are scalars such that
MSE of
Expressing (3.50) in terms of e’s we have

2)is minimum.

—ha,v,e aw -
X x¥x*1 1_‘_><><el
2 2

771(1+ a8 )_gx (1+ a,0,e, )_gz +17, exp{

=
exp{—hzazzuzez azzuz e;j }
—9x

(l+
ef‘<1and e;‘<1, so that we may expand the series, (1+axuxef)

t(’hﬂz) =Y (1+ €o

(3.51)

We assume that and

(1+azuze;’)_gz . Now expanding right hand side of (3.51), multiplying out and neglecting terms of e’s
having power greater than two we have
1+ea _(Q.J)(O()(Ux)‘:'{c —(ngZZUZ )E; _(g><0‘><U><)":"(*)(e1c _(gzazuz )eae; +

n gz(gz +:L)(O!ZUZ )2 e;z

Y

13

(t(mv’lz) - Y7)

(gxaxux )(gzazuz )6er +
*_ (hxaxux)ez

gx(gx +;)(axux)2 e;z 4

_ (hzazuz )e; _ (thXuX)ESEI

l+e
0 2

2

2

80, +

_(hzaz z)
2

-1

? (hxaxux}hzazuz)ei‘e; + hx(hx + 28Xaxux )2 eIZ +

(3.52)

Taking expectation of both sides of (3.52) we get the bias of t(, ,

hz (hz + 2XaZUZ )2 e*2
3 2

,)to the first degree of approximation as

1- (gxaxux )‘/1*10 - (g 17U, )‘/0*11 + (g x%xUx )(gzaz’-)z )‘/121

B(t(’hv’h)) =Y

(3.53)

gz(gz Jr:I-)(Olzuz )2

g + gx(gx +1)(axux )2 VZ*OO +

2

1— (hxaxux)

(hZaZUZ )

2
V(;ll +

*
VOOZ

(hxaxux )(hzazuz ) *

Vi —
2 110

+
"1, o+ 2o, )

*

hZ (hZ + 2X(ZZUZ )2

4

8

Vaoo +

8

V002

VlOl

Squaring both sides of (3.52) and neglecting terms of e’s having power greater than two we have
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1+ 208 - 2(9 x&xVx )eI - 2(g 1%V, )e; + esz + gx(29x +1Xaxux )2 e]TZ
l+7712 + 92(292 +1)((XZUZ )2 ezz 74(9 xXxVx )egef 74(gzazuz )eae; +
4(gxaxengazUz )efe;
1+ 293 7(hxaxux )eI - (hzazUz )e; + 932 +

+7722 + hz(hz +12)(azuz )2 e;‘?

(thXUX XhZaZUZ k;e;

hx (hx +1)(axux )2 e*Z
2 1

- Z(hxaxux )ESSI - 2(hzO‘zUz )'33'3; +

1+ 293 _ (ZQX + hZXXaXUX)eI _ (291 + hzz Xazuz)e; +ESZ _ (29x + hZXXaXUX)e;eI
(t(lthz} _V)Z EY72 +2771772 _ (291 + hzz )(azuz)e;e; + (ng + hx XZgz +4hz Xaxux Xazuz )e;‘e;
+ (ng + hxXZQX + hx + Zxaxux )2 e*2 + (291 + hz )(291 + hz Jr2X0‘><U><)2 e*2
8 ' 8 2

l+e3 7(gxaxux)elf 7(920‘202 )E; 7(gxaxux)e8e:: 7(gzazuz )eae; +
gx(gzx +l)(0txl)x)ze;2 + gz(gzz +1)

=2,

(gXaXUX XgZaZUZ k;e; + (aZUZ )Zezz

1+ e; _ (thZXUX)EI _ (hzazzuz )e; _ (hxo;xux)e;ei’c _ (hzazzuz )e;e; +
—21,
(hxaxux )(hzazuz )efe; + hx(hg + 2)(05xe )2 e;z + hz (hé + 2) (azUz )2922

4

(3.54)
Taking expectation of both sides of (3.54), we get the MSE of t, , yto the first degree of approximation as
MSE(t, ;)= 21+ 72 A, +13 Ay + 20, A — 2 Ay — 2, A |,

(3.55)
where

— 1+V(;20 +(axvx )2 gx(29x +1)‘/2*00 +(azuz )2 gz(ZQZ +1)‘/(;32 _4(gxaxux )‘/1?0 _4(gzazuz )‘/0*11
+4(gxaxux Xg 19V )/121

()P +2), = (@,0, )Ny (0, +1)

A, - 1+ Vo + > Vooo + > Vooz — 2(haxoy Mo — 2(h, 0,0, Moy |
|+ (hea, o, Khyor,0, Vigy
_1+v0*20 (29, +hx)(ZgX;hX +2)vgay f Vit (29, +h, )29, ;rhz +2)v,a, ) Ve,
s sty G o)

* * * 2 +1). =
1_(9x0‘x0x )‘/110 _(gzazuz )‘/011 +(9x0‘x0x )(gzazUz )‘/101 + (aXUX) gX(gX )Vzoo

Ay = :
(azuz)zgz(gz"'l) *
+ 5 Vooz
_1 (hxazxux )Vl*lo _ (hzazuz )Vo*ll + (hxaxux }hzazuz )Vlt)l + (axux )2 ZX (hx + 2) 2*00
A =
(azuz)zhz(hz +2) *
8 V002

The I\;ISE(t(ﬂmZ)) at (3.55) is minimized for
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_ (A2A, - AsAs)

AR, — = 1y (say)
_(AA - As 4) _ ’
= AR, — A32 = 175 (say)

(3.56)
Thus the resulting minimum MSE of t(,h’,h)is given by

VSt b )o72|1 (AeAT-2A A +A1A§)}
((rmz)) { (AlAZ_AS?)

(3.57)
Putting (3.56) in (3.53) we get the resulting bias of t, , )as

4 )):_Y—{l_(AzAE—ZAsAZlAwAIAS)}
T2

(AA, - A7)
(3.58) _
From (3.57) and (3.58) it follows that ( )
MSE i t(5,.7,)) Bo (., AZ -2 2
RMSE in (t(m,nz)) V2 ) ARBO(t(m,nz))ZI : \((Z s I :{1_ (AZ : (Aj:z'%:?-)k AIAS)
(3.59)

where RMSE(.) and ARB,(.) stand for minimum relative MSE of (.) and absolute relative bias (.) at optimum

conditions respectively.
Now we state the following theorem.
Theorem 3.3- The MSE of (t(mvwz)) is greater than equal to the MSE;, (t(,h’,h))i.e.

oo (ol -2mnns < Alﬂé)}
mm))Z (A'lAZ B A32)
with equality 7, =719, 7, =1720.
where (17,9,77,0) are optimum values of (r;,7, ) given by (3.56).

MSE(

3.5. Efficiency Comparison

From (3.9) and (3.32) we have

[ MSE(tee)+V Bt )f
MSE(tae )_ MSE in (tse ) - ly_z + MSE(tae )+ 2y B(tae)

]20

(3.60)
It follows from (3.60) that the t., -family of estimators is more efficient than the t,, -family of estimators.

From (3.32) and (3.57) we have

MSE iy (t )~ MSE iy {1, = 'izAC’:Zz ASAB)
(3.61)

It follows that the proposed t, , )-family of estimators is more efficient than t, -family of estimators.

From (3.46) we have
[MsE(t,)+¥ B, )f

MSE(t, )—- MSE;, (t — >0
(a) mln(s) [Y +MSE( ) B( )J
(3.62)
It follows from (3.62) that the proposed t -family is better than the t, -family of estimators due to Saleem
et al (2018).

From (3.46) and (3.57)
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V2 (AA - AA )
MSE, . (t; )~ MSE .. {t;, , 1)= >0
( ) (('71"72)) Al(AiAz _ az)

(3.63)
It follows that the suggested t, , )-family of estimators is better than the t, -family of estimators due to

Saleem et al (2018).
From (3.60), (3.61), (3.62) and (3.63) we have the inequalities:
MSE (t,e ) < MSE s (tse ) < MSE(t

(3.64)

and

MSE(ta)S IVISEmin (ts)S MSE(t(m,nz))

(3.65)

It follows from (3.64) and (3.65) that the proposed t, , \-family of estimators is more efficient than the

(’711’72))

suggested (i, ts )-families of estimators and the (t,,t; )-families of estimators due to Saleem et al (2018).

4. NUMERICAL ILLUSTRATION

For numerical illustration we consider a data set [Source: Koyuncu and Kadilar (2009)], in which
y: Number of teachers; x: number of students and
z: number of classes in primary and secondary schools for 923 districts and 6 regions in Turkey in 2007.

Stratum (h) 1 2 3 4 5 6
Ny, 127 117 103 170 205 201
Ny 31 21 29 38 22 39
g n'y 70 50 75 95 70 90
g é Svh 883.84 | 644.92 | 103340 | 810.58 | 40365 | 71172
% ?‘: Suh 30486.70 | 15180.77 | 27549.69 | 18218.93 | 8497.77 | 23094.14
é g S, 555.58 | 365.46 61295 | 458.03 | 260.85 | 397.05
c& Y, 70374 | 413.00 | 57317 | 424.66 | 267.03 | 393.84
§ § X 20804.59 | 9211.79 | 14309.30 | 9478.85 | 5569.95 | 12997.59
% g Z, 498.28 | 31833 | 43136 | 31132 | 22720 | 313.71
& Pyxh 0.94 1.00 0.99 0.98 0.99 0.97
Pxzh 0.94 0.97 0.98 0.96 0.97 1.00
Pyzh 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.96 0.98

Synz) | 51057 | 386.77 | 187283 | 160330 | 264.19 | 497.84

th(Z) 9446.93 | 9198.29 | 52429.99 | 34794.90 | 4972.56 | 12485.10

2
%:@ Sz 30392 | 27851 | 960.71 | 821.29 | 190.85 | 287.99
fé Pyxn(2) 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.97 1.00 0.93
Pxzn(2) 0.99 0.99 1.00 0.96 0.99 0.98
Pyzh(2) 0.99 0.99 1.00 0.99 0.99 0.96
Synzy | 39677 | 40615 | 165440 | 133335 | 33583 | 903.91
g | Swn(z) | 7439.16 | 888046 | 4578478 | 29219.30 | 654043 | 28411.44
§§ S 24456 | 27442 | 96542 | 68028 | 21449 | 469.86
fé Pyxn(2) 1.00 0.99 1.00 0.98 1.00 0.99
Pxh(2) 0.99 0.99 0.98 0.96 0.98 0.98
Pyzh(2) 0.99 0.98 0.98 0.99 0.98 0.99

=09 Sy | 50026 | 35695 | 1383.70 | 1193.47 | 289.41 | 825.24

15



th(z) 14017.99 | 7812.00 | 38379.77 | 26090.60 | 5611.32 | 24571.95
Szh(z) 284.44 247.63 811.21 631.28 188.30 437.90
Pyxh(2) 0.96 0.99 1.00 0.98 1.00 0.97
Pxzh(2) 0.91 0.98 0.98 0.97 0.98 0.96
Pyzh(2) 0.97 0.98 0.98 0.99 0.98 0.98
Table 4.1: PRE of estimators for three different cases
Estimators | Wy, =10% non-response | Wy, = 20% non-response | W,, =30% non-response
e 2585.74 2797.02 2754.44
tew) 1868.39 1930.19 1984.82
L) 28.40 28.33 28.41

Table 4.2: PRE of the proposed estimator when W, =10% non-response for different values of the
constants (g, 9,,a,,a,,h,,h,,a,,a,,b,,b, ).

9x 9; Oy a; hx hz ax a; bx bz PRE

05 | 05 ] 04 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2765.53
05 [ 05 ] 0.2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2780.23
-05 | 05 | 0.25 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2811.40
05 | 05 ] 03 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2815.24
06 | 06 | 1.25 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2906.22
06 | 06 | 13 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 3266.09
06 | 06 | 14 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 4341.51
-0.7 | 0.7 | 12 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 4874.14
08 | 08 | 11 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 5354.84
06 | 06 | 15 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 6497.11
06 | 06 | 16 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 13105.78
07 | 07 ] 13 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 15251.2

Table 4.3: PRE of the suggested estimator t, . y when W, =20% non-response for different values
of the constants(g,,9,,a,,a;,h,,h,,a,,a,,b,,b, ).

Ox 9; Oy a; hx hz ay a; bx bz PRE

05| -05 ] 04 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2822.13
05 | -05 1] 02 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2832.26
05 | 05 | 0.25 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2863.72
05 | 05| 03 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2868.6
06 | 06 | 1.25 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 3115.53
06 | 06 | 1.3 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 3549.77
06 | 06 | 14 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 4927.21
0.7 | 0.7 | 1.2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 5522.1
-08 | -08 | 1.1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 6110.36
-06 | 06 | 15 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 8110.65
-06 | 06 | 16 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 23771.7
0.7 | 07 | 13 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 25936.9

Table 4.4: PRE of the suggested estimator t, , y when W, =30% non-response for different values
of the constants (g, 9,,a,,a,,h,,h,,a,,a,,b,,b, ).

9x 9; Oy o, hx hz ax a; bx bz PRE

-05 | 05 | 0.2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2990.23
-05 | 05 | 04 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 3036.49
-05 | 05 | 0.25 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 3047.62
-05 | 05 | 03 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 3069.89
-06 | 06 | 1.25 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 3236.24
-06 | 06 | 1.3 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 3701.08
-06 | 06 | 14 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 5200.57
-0.7 | 0.7 | 1.2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 5735.12
-08 | 08 | 1.1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 6241.62
-06 | 06 | 15 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 8820.07
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-0.7 | 0.7 | 13 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 30438.6
-06 | 06 | 16 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 30502.33

Table 4.1 gives PRE of t

respectively.
Table 4.2 — 4.4 gives PREs of t(, . yunder different cases of non-response that are 10%, 20%, 30%

ae !’

taey @Nd tye(p) Under three different cases (non-response 10%, 20%, 30%)

respectively for different values of the constants (g,,9,,ay,a,,h,.h,,a,,a,,b,,b,).

From Tables 4.1 to 4.4, it is clearly seen that the proposed class of estimators performs very well and gives
too high PREs as compared with t,. ,t,q) and te) under all the three cases which are 10%, 20%, 30%

non-response respectively for different values of the constants (g,,9,,a,.a,,h,,h,,a,,a,,b,,b,). Itisalso

advantageous that there are 10 constants and each constant has a wide range itself. So one can choose too
many different combinations and attain higher values of PRE. These estimators are reliable in practice so
we recommend them for their practical use.

5. CONCLUSION

In this article, we have addressed the problem of estimating the population mean using auxiliary information
in presence of non-response on both study variable as well auxiliary variables under stratified random
sampling. We have proposed class of exponential-type estimators, improved class of exponential-type
estimators and a more general class of estimators for population mean in the presence of non-response in
stratified random sampling. Properties of the estimators were studied up to first degree of approximation.
Some members of the proposed class of exponential-type estimators t,, and t,, are also given. Expressions

for the optimum sample sizes of the strata in respect to cost of the survey have been also derived. We have
proved that the proposed () -family of estimators is more adequate than the suggested (tae ,tse) -families

of estimators and the (t,,t,)-families of estimators due to Saleem et al (2018). Numerical illustration is

also carried out to support the theoretical findings. From the entire discussions we conclude that these
estimators are reliable in practice so we recommend them for their practical use.
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