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Two-phase rejective sampling

Shu Yang* and Peng Ding!

Abstract

Rejective sampling improves design and estimation efficiency of single-phase sam-
pling when auxiliary information in a finite population is available. When such auxiliary
information is unavailable, we propose to use two-phase rejective sampling (TPRS),
which involves measuring auxiliary variables for the sample of units in the first phase,
followed by the implementation of rejective sampling for the outcome in the second
phase. We explore the asymptotic design properties of double expansion and regression
estimators under TPRS. We show that TPRS enhances the efficiency of the double
expansion estimator, rendering it comparable to a regression estimator. We further
refine the design to accommodate varying importance of covariates and extend it to

multi-phase sampling.

Keywords: Covariate Adjustment; Design Property; Double Sampling; Multi-Phase
Sampling
1 Introduction

Two-phase sampling, also known as double sampling, is a cost-effective method in large

surveys, initially using auxiliary variables for broad measurement in the first phase, followed

*Department of Statistics, North Carolina State University, North Carolina 27695, U.S.A. Email:
syang24@ncsu.edu

tDepartment of Statistics, University of California, Berkeley, California 94720, U.S.A. Email: pengding-
pku@berkeley.edu



by targeted measurement of primary study variables in the second phase. Pioneered by
Neyman| (1938) and further developed by (Cochran| (2007) and [Legg and Fuller| (2009), two-
phase sampling integrates auxiliary variables in both the design and analysis stages. In the
design stage, stratified sampling is often used to leverage discrete auxiliary variables from
the first phase to inform the selection of the second-phase sample. This strategy enhances
the efficiency of estimators like weighted expansion estimators (Oh and Scheuren|, |1983) over
simple random sampling of the same size. In the analysis stage, auxiliary variables can be
used to enhance the efficiency of estimation, for example, through regression estimators.
Regression estimators work for both discrete and continuous variables, providing gains in
efficiency over traditional approaches without auxiliary variables.

Regression estimators, however, have the practical drawback of having potential negative
weights. Methods such as balanced sampling (Yates, [1946; |Valliant et al., 2000; Deville and
Tillé, 2004; Tillé and Favre), 2005) and rejective sampling (Fuller, [2009b) have been developed
to mitigate the problem of negative weights associated with regression estimators. [Yang
et al| (2023) combined rejective sampling and rerandomization in experiments to enhance
the external validity and internal validity. However, the existing design methods work for
single-phase sampling and require the availability of auxiliary variable data for the entire
population.

We introduce novel two-phase rejective sampling (TPRS) and explore its asymptotic de-
sign properties with commonly-used estimators, namely weighted expansion and regression
estimators. TPRS allows for using both continuous and discrete auxiliary variables in the
design stage, relaxing the requirement of observing auxiliary variables in the whole finite
population typically associated with single-phase sampling. TPRS offers several practical
benefits: it ensures a more representative sample of the target population, reduces the vari-
ance of the population mean estimator for covariates, prevents the selection of samples with
extreme auxiliary variable values, and reduces the likelihood of negative weights in regres-

sion estimators. Additionally, TPRS enhances the efficiency of double-expansion estimators



across multiple outcomes to match the performance of regression estimators. This leads to a
performance similar to regression estimators without the need of multiple model fitting for
outcomes.

The paper proceeds as follows. Section [2] provides a review of existing design and analysis
strategies of using auxiliary variables. Sections [3| and [4] propose TPRS with simple random
sampling and general sampling, respectively. We further extend the application of TPRS
to various scenarios, including sequential rejective sampling with different tiers of covariates
and multi-phase sampling. Section [b| provides a summary of the extensions. Section [0]
reports simulation results and an application that illustrates the finite-sample performance of
TPRS. Section [7|concludes. We relegate all technical details and proofs to the supplementary

material.

2 A review of design and analysis strategies of using aux-
iliary variables

Consider a finite population with a known size N. For each unit ¢, x; is a p-dimensional
auxiliary variable, and y; is the study variable of interest. The finite population quantities
Fn =A{(x1,11), (z2,2), ..., (zn,yn)} are fixed. For simplicity, we suppress the subscript N
on F if there is no ambiguity. The parameter of interest is the finite population mean of the
study variable 7o = N~ SN ;.

Two-phase sampling offers an efficient and economical method for conducting large-scale
surveys. In this section, we review the existing methods for using auxiliary variables in two-

phase sampling to enhance estimation efficiency and identify areas needing new strategies.

2.1 Existing design strategy: two-phase stratified sampling

During the design stage, auxiliary variables are incorporated by selecting a second-phase

sample through stratified sampling. Strata are based on first-phase variables, either directly



from discrete variable categories or via discretization of continuous variables. We define
x; = (14, ..., xg;) as the stratum indicator vector, where x;; = 1 if unit ¢ is in stratum h,

and xp; = 0 otherwise. Two-phase stratified sampling proceeds as follows:

Step 1. From the population F, select a first-phase sample A of size n;. For i € A, record
z;. Define the sample size in each stratum h as my, for h = 1,..., H. The total

o H
first-phase sample size is ny = >, my,.

Step 2. From each stratum h, randomly select rj, units, independently across strata, as the

second-phase sample B. For i € B, record ;. The total second-phase sample size is

ni = Zthl Th.

In two-phase sampling, the double-expansion estimator (m* estimator; [Sarndal et al., 2003)
and the reweighted expansion estimator (REE; Oh and Scheuren| 1983, Kott and Stukel,

1997)) are the canonical estimators for the population mean. The 7* estimator,

N 1 Yi
Ynr = =7 —
N Z-GZB T

where 7{}; = 74 with m; = P(i € A) and ma = P(i € B | i € A), adjusts individual
observations by the product of their inclusion probabilities in both phases. We can also
replace N in g« by Zieg(ﬂf}i)_l, emulating the Hajek estimator. However, the combined
probability 7, = w4 is generally not the unconditional probability of a unit being
in the phase-II sample P(i € B) = ), mymmaP(A), the average probability across all
possible first-phase samples, unless ;)4 is invariant of the first-phase sample (Fuller, 20092,

Beaumont and Hazizal, 2016)). The REE,

7r .
h=1 \icA 1

H _
e = 1 Z Z Thi \ Dien(Tin) Ty
REE — a7 - * O\ _ 9
N ZieB(WHi) Y2 hi
recalculates the mean estimate for each stratum by a modified ratio estimator, where the

stratum-specific mean of x is approximated based on phase-1 data, while the coefficient is



derived from phase-II data. These estimators are often more efficient than the sample mean

estimator under simple random sampling with the same size ny;.

2.2 Existing analysis strategy: regression adjustment

Auxiliary variables can enhance estimation efficiency when used in the analysis stage of
two-phase sampling, where they can be discrete, continuous, or a combination. In simple
random sampling across both phases, we observe variable x in phase I and variables (x,y)
in phase II. Then we can calculate the mean estimates z; = n; ! Zie 4 i from phase I and

(Z11, o) = nyp > ies(®i, y;) from phase II. The two-phase regression estimator is
Ureg = Y1 — (T — fI)TBIb

where

Bu = {Z (x; — Zn) (x; — fn)T} Z (z; — Zur) (¥ — Yn) (1)

icB icB
is the regression coefficient based on the phase-II sample.

The regression estimator .., can also be written as a weighted average of the second-
phase outcomes, where the corresponding weights are called generalized regression estimation
weights. The regression estimator provides improved efficiency over gy, at least in large sam-
ples. However, issues like large numbers of x-variables or imbalance between Zy; and z; can
lead to extreme or negative weights and affect the performance of ., in finite samples.
Researchers have explored various methods to mitigate the issue of negative weights associ-
ated with regression estimators, such as balanced sampling or rejective sampling, but these
approaches have mainly been studied in single-phase sampling (Yates| 1946} Valliant et al.
2000; Deville and Tillé), 2004; Tillé and Favre, |2005; [Fuller, |2009b)).

Table [I] reviews the design and analysis strategies in multi-phase sampling for better effi-
ciency, but currently it lacks strategies for integrating both continuous and discrete variables

in the design stage. We will explore rejective sampling in multi-phase sampling to fill in the



Table 1: Design and analysis strategies in multi-phase sampling to improve estimation effi-
ciency: rejective sampling is the main topic for our paper.

Design stage Analysis stage
Discrete x stratification regression adjustment
General x rejective sampling regression adjustment

gap.

3 TPRS: two-phase rejective sampling

3.1 Setup and notation

Throughout this paper, we use u and v to be generic notation for variables, which can be
components of either x or y. Define E(- | F), cov(- | F), and var(- | F) as expectation,
covariance, and variance under the sampling design. The finite population mean for u; and

covariance for u; and v; are

N
Zuz, Viwo = cov (ug, vy | F) = Z i — Up)(v; — o))" (2)

The phase-I sample mean for u; and covariance for u; and v; are

= — Zu“ M}I = Ccov (UH,UH ’ A, ./—") ! Z(U - UI)(U - UI) . (3>

nr—1
zGA I

We assume V,, ¢ and V,, 1 are positive definite. For a generic vector v, let v®? denote vvT.

3.2 TPRS with simple random sampling

Rejective sampling aims for balanced phase-II sample selection by comparing the mean
differences between phase-II and phase-I samples. We define TPRS with simple random

sampling as follows.



Definition 1 (TPRS with simple random sampling) TPRS with simple random sam-

pling consists of two steps:

Step 1. Select a phase-1 sample A of size ny by simple random sampling. For i € A, record

;.

Step 2. Select a phase-11 sample B of size ny; < ny by simple random sampling from phase-1

sample A. Accept the phase-11 sample if

QI = (ZZ’H — f[)T {(TLH — TLI le} $H — .I‘I < ’}/2,

where 42 > 0 is a pre-specified constant, and (ng' — ny ') Va1 is the phase-11 design

variance of Ty — Ty given A. For i € B, record y;.

If Q; is below a specified threshold v2, the phase-II sample is considered balanced and
accepted for further analysis, ensuring sample representativeness.

The sample mean estimator for the population mean g is

Y = Ny Z Yi-

1€EB
3.3 Large-sample design properties

We investigate the asymptotic design-based property of g under TPRS in Definition [I]
For asymptotic inference, we adopt the framework of [saki and Fuller (1982)), which es-
tablishes the asymptotic properties of estimators within a fixed sequence of populations
and corresponding random samples. This involves a series of nested finite populations
(Fn, C Fn, C Fn, C --+) and sequences of samples with increasing sample sizes (A, , C
An, C A, C -+ and By, C By, C By, C ---). For simplicity, we will not explicitly
mention the dependence of N, ny,, and ny; on ¢, and refer to the asymptotic regime as the

scenario where index ¢ or N goes to infinity. Let Op(1) the random variable that is bounded



in probability, and op(1) the random variable that converges to zero in probability as N
increases, respectively. Let z, be the 100ath quantile of the standard normal distribution.

The linear projection of y; onto z; in the finite population F is gy + (x; — Zo)" By, where

N
Bo = argmﬁinz {yi = %0 — (z: — 70)" B},
=1

which equals

Bo = {Z(% - j0)®2} Z(Iz —20)(Yi — 90) = Vo Vewo- (4)

i=1 =1

Assumption 1 Assume F contains 11D samples from a superpopulation of (x,y) with two
conditions: (i) The sequence of F has finite (4 + &) moments for some 6 > 0, imply-
ing E (Jy]*™) < oo and E (||z]|*"®) < oo with respect to the superpopulation model; (ii)
Imy oo /N = fio a.s. and imy_,oo npr/ny = fiig a.s. for some 0 < fio <1 and 0 < fi; <

1.

Assumption (1) sets moment conditions for the superpopulation, which aids in applying
central limit theorems. Chen and Rao| (2007) studied sufficient moment conditions on the
finite population that ensure the asymptotic normality of estimators in two-phase sampling.
Assumption (1) implies that for any components v and v of z and v,

lim Vi1 = lm Vi, 0= Vi, as., (5)
N—o0 N—oo

where V,, is a constant vector or matrix. Assumption (ii) defines the sampling fractions fg
and fir1 for the phase-I and phase-II samples, respectively. Sampling from a finite population
or phase-I sample without replacement can introduce dependency among the individual
samples. The sampling fractions serve to adjust for such dependency when calculating the
asymptotic design variances and covariances.

Define the adjusted outcome as e; = y; — ] 3p. The error in the sample mean estimator

8



yi of the population mean ¢, decomposes into three parts:

(G~ Go) = maf (@ — 31)" o+ ni)” L — G — (Fn — 20 Bo} + maf” (G — To)

T+ Ty + Ts. (6)

In @, T, = nlll/z(jn —71)" By and Ty = nlll/z(én — e1) represent the errors of x and e in
the phase-II sample conditional on the phase-I sample, respectively, and T3 = nIII/ 2@1 — o)
represents the error of y in the phase-I sample. The limiting distribution of (77,73, T3) is

given in the following lemma.

Lemma 1 Suppose Assumption (1| holds. Under TPRS in Definition |1, (T1,T5,T3) in the

decomposition @ has the following limiting distribution:

T, 0 (1= firy) Vie Vg Ve, 0 0
T, F=N 0 |- 0 (1 — fix) Vee 0 )
Ts 0 0 0 Jin (1= fro) Viy

a.s. for all sequences of finite populations, where V,, is defined in @, and fir1 and fio are

defined in Assumption 1]

In TPRS, the distribution of the error nlll/ 2(QH — o) equals nlll/ Q(QH — %) | (Q1 < 7?)
without rejective sampling. We use the normalized distance Dy = {(ng'—n; ") Vae1} V2 (Zn—
71) for the phase-IT sample to represent the acceptance criteria Q; < 2 by Df Dy < 42. By
Lemma , Dy — N(0,1,) and thus Df Dy — XIQ; a.s.. We define the superpopulation squared
correlation between z and y as R?* = {corr(x,y)}* = V,,V,.' Viy/V,y. We show the limiting

distribution of nIlI/ Q(gn — o) comprises three independent random components.

Theorem 1 Suppose Assumption [1| holds. Under TPRS in Definition [1|, gy follows the

limaiting distribution:



_ _ 1/2
(@ — 7o) | (@1 <7%) = {(1 = fun)Vyy B2 /

+{(1 = fun) V(1 — R2)}1/2 Zy + {fua (1 = fi0) Vi }'"* Zo, (7)

meﬂ

where

Lyr2 ~ Xpr2STL2, (8)

with Xpa2 ~ X2 | (Xg <7?%), S is a random sign, T, ~ Beta{1/2, (p —1)/2}, and ST is
the first coordinate of the uniform random vector over the (p — 1)-dimensional unit sphere,

Z1 and Zy are standard normal variables, and (L Z1, Zs) are jointly independent.

P2

The random variable L first introduced in |Li et al.| (2018) for rerandomization in

%
causal inference, is also relevant here. Our context is more complex due to the uncertainty
in phase-I estimators.

Denote v, y2 = var(Ly,2), which equals v, > = P(x2,, < 7*)/P(x; <~°) by (8) and is

less than or equal to 1 (Morgan and Rubin, 2012, Li et al.| 2018)).

Corollary 1 Under Assumption[l] and TPRS in Definition[1], the asymptotic design variance

of 71111/2@11 — o) s
[(1 — fu1) {1 — (1= vy2) RQ} + fia(1 - fl’o)] Viy-

The percentage reduction in asymptotic design variance compared with the standard two-phase

simple random sampling is
- fIII 2
—— (1 —v,.2) R*, 9
1 — fuifio ( p?) (9)
provided fiiifio # 1. If furfio = 1, indicating a census situation, this reduction is zero.

Moreover, gy exhibits a narrower quantile range under TPRS in Definition [1] than under the

standard two-phase simple random sampling.

From Theorem [T and Corollary [I}, we discuss the trade-off between variance and utility

of the sample when selecting 2. A lower 72 reduces the asymptotic variance of 71, and in

10



particular, {(1 — fir1)V,, R2}/2L, .2 can be eliminated from the asymptotic distribution ‘)
if v approaches 0 (Wang and Li, [2022)). In the limit with v — 0, the asymptotic distribution
of g under TPRS is similar to a sum of two normal random variables {(1 — fi1)V,, (1 —
BOM2Zy + {fu1(1 — fio)Vyy }'/2Zy. However, it also lowers the acceptance rate for the
phase-II sample and potentially limits randomness and observations in the tail of the x
distribution, as discussed by [Legg and Yu (2010). This reduces the utility of the sample for
unplanned domain analysis, particularly those concerning aspects associated with the tail of
the distribution of z.

Moreover, when R? = 0, indicating no correlation between auxiliary and study variables,
the rejective procedure does not affect the limiting distribution for g;. Conversely, with
R? = 1, the variance reduction for gy is maximized due to the strong correlation between

auxiliary and study variables.

3.4 Regression estimator

Design and analysis strategies can be integrated; Fuller| (2009b) combined rejective sampling
and regression adjustment in surveys, and Li and Ding (2020) combined rerandomization

and regression adjustment in experiments. Under TPRS, a regression estimator is
Uitreg = Y11 — (T — Z1)" P, (10)

with BII specified earlier in . To derive the asymptotic distribution of ¥y e in TPRS, we

decompose it as follows

1/2 ,_ _ 1/2 ,_ _ 1/2,_ _
nII/ (yII,reg — %) = nn/ (g — 1) — nn/ (Zn — 71)" Bo

= ny{? (en — &) — i (@ — 70" (Bu — Bo) + il (G — 9o) . (11)

11



Here, nlll/ 2(éH — er) represents the error of e in the phase-II sample conditional on the phase-I
sample, nlll/Q(jH — 71)" (B — Bo) is of order op(1), and nlll/Q(yjI — o) represents the error of y

in the phase-I sample. The limiting distribution of ¥, is given in the following theorem.

Theorem 2 Suppose Assumption |1 holds. Under TPRS in Definition the regression

estimator Yirveg N (@, has the following limiting distribution:

n111/2(??11,reg — o) | F = NA0, firi(1 — fio)Vyy + (1 — fun)Vee} (12)

a.s., where V,, is defined in (@, e=y—a"By, and fur1 and fio are defined in Assumption
[

Fuller (2009b) provided the consistency and asymptotic variance of the regression esti-
mator under single phase rejective sampling, but did not include the asymptotic distribution
results. The asymptotic distribution result in Theoremcomplements Fuller| (2009b))’s work,
specifically by considering a census in phase 1.

The limiting distribution of nlll/ z(ngJQg — 7o) | F in under TPRS does not depend on
~2, and as 72 increases, it becomes equivalent to non-rejective sampling. This demonstrates
the equivalence of the limiting distributions of #ir e With and without rejective sampling,
aligning with |Fuller, (2009b)), who found similar performance of regression estimators in
single-phase samples regardless of rejective sampling.

Theorems and highlight the role of rejective sampling in estimation. When +? ~ 0, the
asymptotic design variance of the simple mean estimator gy is close to that of the two-phase
regression estimator Y. That is, the simple mean estimator under rejective sampling
performs similarly to the regression estimator.

If the two-phase regression estimator includes additional covariates (regressors) beyond
the design covariates z, the results in Theorem [2]still apply by replacing  with the regressors,
whether rejective sampling is used or not. Despite similar limiting properties with and

without rejective sampling, |Fuller| (2009b) recommended rejective sampling for its practical

12



benefits. We can express the regression estimator as a weighted average of the y;’s in the

phase-II sample Jiyreg = Y e Wili, where

wi =1+ (T —zn)" {Z (z; — 3511)@2} (; — Zn)

i€eB

are the weights. Without rejective sampling, w; may be negative due to influential values of
x;, which can be a concern for survey statisticians. Rejective sampling reduces this chance,
as demonstrated by simulation from Legg and Yu| (2010) under single-phase sampling and
further confirmed by our simulation under TPRS.

Moreover, rejective sampling improves phase-1I sample representativeness, evidenced by a
smaller asymptotic design variance of nlll/ Q(i’n — p) compared with designs without rejective
sampling. Specially, under TPRS, the limit of the design covariance a.cov{nIlI/ *(zn — o) |

Q1 <} ={(1— fi))vp~2 + (firg — furo) } Vae is always no larger than that without rejective

sampling a.cov{n%I/Q(iH — o) | F} = (1 = fir,0)Vaa-

3.5 Inference: variance estimators and confidence intervals

To infer the population mean ¢, based on Theorems [I]and [2], we first estimate the asymptotic

design variances and covariances. Let the estimator for V,, be

~ 1
Viw = Z(Uz — ) (v; — o) "

ng— 1
I icB

Proposition 1 Under Assumptz’on Vuv 18 a consistent estimator of V,,, under both two-

phase simple random sampling and TPRS in Definition [1]

A

A consistent estimator for R? is R* = (V,,V;;'Vay)/Vyy. The variance estimator for g

under TPRS is

L= 2)bune 03]



Define ¢; = y; — xffﬁAH for phase-II samples. Then, we can estimate V. by

- 1 . B
Vee = —1 Z(ei - 611)27

Mr—P = Licg

where n;; — p — 1 adjusts for degrees of freedom due to estimating 3. Decompose V,, into

3 Ve Bo + Vee and estimate it by Vyy = BITI‘A/MBH + Vee. A consistent variance estimator for

~ 1 nir ny\ -~ nm\ ¢
e = — 4 1——) -y b 1
Vg TLH{TLI( N V;Jy_'_( TLI)V} (3>

To construct the confidence interval, we define v,(R?) as the 100ath quantile of the

gH,reg 1S

distribution of

we can construct the asymptotic (1 — «) confidence interval of gy based on g as
(Z?H B nﬁl/2yl—a/2<ﬁi2)‘7yly/27 s — nI_Il/2Va/2(ﬁ£2)‘7yly/2) _
Also, the asymptotic (1 — o) confidence interval of gy based on ¥ ,ee can be constructed as

_ —1/2y,1/2 — —1/2v71/2
(yII,reg — Ny V;eg Rl—a/2y, Y11 — Ny ‘/reg Raf2 ) -

14



4 TPRS with general sampling

4.1 Notation

We now consider two-phase sampling with general phase-I and II designs. Let m; be the
probability of including unit ¢ in the phase-I sample A, and let ;)4 be the conditional
probability of including unit ¢ in the phase-II sample B given that unit 7 is in the phase-I
sample.

Define the finite population mean as @ig = N ! Zf\il u;. With slight abuse of the notation,

define the phase-I estimator and the phase-II estimator as

1 i
i N4 (14)
D ieaTni A i
and
_ 1 U
ui = (15)

> ien (™) ™! B i
respectively. The phase-I estimator is a Hajek estimator for ug, while the phase-II estimator,
known as the double expansion estimator (Kott and Stukel, 1997) or a 7* estimator (Sérndal
et al., 2003), is generally not a Hajek estimator for uy because 7j}; = T4 18 not the
probability of i being selected for phase II in general as we discussed in Section [2.1]

To calculate the design variances for and (17, we require positive second-order
inclusion probabilities. The probabilities, m;; = P(i,j € A | F) and mja = P(i,j €
B|i,j€ A), determine the likelihood or the conditional likelihood of pairs of units being
included in phase-I and phase-1I samples, respectively.

Under suitable regularity conditions on sampling (with details in Section , the sums
Y ica ;" and > ien(my) " are design consistent for the population size N. Using Taylor

expansion and ignoring small order terms, the design covariance of u; and vy is

15



1 144 T T
vuv]—' cov (UI,UI | .F N2 - ;Tﬂ'b(u — UO)(U — UO) ) (16)

and the conditional design covariance of uy; and vy given the phase-I sample is

T — ML AT _ _
Vqu = COV (UH,UH | .A ]: 2 ZZ HijlA il A HJlA( U; — UI)(Uj — UI)T. (17)

T
ieA jeA II: " 115

We assume that V,, o and V,, 1 are positive definite for all phase-I samples.

4.2 TPRS with general sampling

We define TPRS with general sampling designs as follows.

Definition 2 (TPRS with general sampling) TPRS with general sampling consists of

two steps:

Step 1. Select a phase-1 sample A of size ny by a general m sampling with the inclusion

probability my;. For i € A, record x;.

Step 2. Treat the phase-1 sample A as the population and select a phase-I11 sample B of size
nir by a general ™ sampling with the conditional inclusion probability my 4. Accept the
phase-11 sample if

Q1= (Zn —1)" VmI(SUH —7p) < ’727

where y* > 0 is a pre-specified constant, and V.1 is the design variance of Ty — I

giwen A, given by with w and v being x. For i € B, record y;.

For the population mean g, the 7* estimator is

1 i
=" y_*7 (18)
> ien(Tin) ies Mi
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recalling that mf; = mm 4. We focus on the 7 estimator for simplicity because the REE
is more natural for two-phase stratified sampling. Below we will show that integrating the

m* estimator with TPRS suffices to attain favorable design properties.

4.3 Large-sample design properties

To understand the limiting properties of 71, we follow the asymptotic framework in Section

and specify the following regularity conditions for TPRS in Definition [2]

Assumption 2 Assumption[1)(i) and (ii) hold. (ii) The phase-1 estimator satisfies
var(ty | F) V2t — o) | F — N(0,1) as.,

and Var(nll/2zl1 | F) = Op(1);
(iv) The sequence of phase-1 selection probabilities are bounded by Ky, < nl_lei < Ky
for all i, for some positive Kyp, > 0 and Ky > 0, and the design weighted sums of moments

coverage to constants,

dim 3 (o) (Lt ) = My s
1€

where My is a matriz of constants.

(v) The phase-11 estimator satisfies
V&I‘(’&H | .A, ./_'.)71(?11[ — 7:61) ‘ .A,f — N(O, 1) a.s.,

and Var(nIlI/Qle | A, F) =O0p(1);
(vi) The sequence of phase-11 selection probabilities are bounded by Ky, < nﬁlnmmM <

Ky for all i, for some positive Kirp, > 0 and Ky > 0, and the design weighted sums of

17



moments coverage to constants,

lim > (Lo e y?) (L2l g, y?) = My as.,

N—oo
i€B

where My is a matriz of constants.

(vit) The design covariance between the differences in x and e in phases I and II is

negligible: cov(Zy — Ty, en — ér | A, F) = op(ng').

These conditions in Assumption [2] are standard for sample moments and sampling de-
signs (Fuller, |2009a, Theorem 3.3.1). They ensure the general applicability of the phase-I
and phase-II estimators across various designs (Chapter 3, Fuller, 2009a). For instance,
Assumption (vii) holds under two-phase simple random sampling and stratified sampling.
Below, we provide a heuristic explanation. Let r; = y; — IZTBI be the residual based on
the phase-I regression had the study variables been measured in the phase-I sample, where
Bt = {3 ea it (@ — 202 S (s — Z1) (g — Gin) s the phase-T regression coefficient.
Then, we have cov(Zy — z1, 71 — 71 | A, F) = 0. Recall that e; = y; — ] By, which can be

written as e; = r; + xf(ﬁ} — Bo). Thus, we have

cov(zy — z,en —er | A, F) = cov(Zy — T, en — é1 | A, F)
= cov(Zy — Z1, T — 71 | A F)
+eov{zn — @1, (Tn — 21)" (61 — Bo) | A, F}

= var(zy — o1 | A, F) (B — Bo)- (19)

Because var(Zy — 7y | A, F) = Op(ng') a.s., where the probability distribution in Op is
induced by phase-I1 sampling given (A, F), and Bi— By = Op(n;'), where the probability

distribution in Op is induced by phase-I sampling, the quantity in is of order op(ng').
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Following the decomposition in @, we decompose nIII/ 2 (yi1 — Yo) into three components
1/2 _
n” (U — %) =T + T + T3, (20)

where T} = n111/2(:fn — 1) By, Ty = n111/2(én —eé1), and Ty = n111/2(gj1 — ¥o) with the general 7
estimators for u; and uy; defined in and , respectively. The limiting distribution of

(Ty, Ty, T3) is given in the following lemma.

Lemma 2 Suppose Assumption[q holds. Under TPRS in Definition[d, the joint distribution

of (T1, Ty, T3) in the decomposition (@) has the following limiting distribution:

T, 0 Vi, 0 0
T, || F—=>N of.] o v o ,
Ty 0 0 0 V4

a.s. for all sequences of finite populations, where

Vi = lim nuByE (Vier | F) Bos (21)
N—oo

Vo = lim npE (Veer | F), (22)
N—oo

Vs = A}l_fgo n11Vyy.0- (23)

By construction, the distribution of nlll/ 2 (g1 — 7o) under TPRS in Definition [2|is equivalent
to the distribution of n111/2(@n — %) | (Q1 < 7?) without rejective sampling. To study the
asymptotic design property, we define Dy = (ny V1)~V 2nIlI/ 2 (Zy—Z1). Then, Qy is expressed

as DI Dy, with Dy — N(0, I,,) and thus Df Dy — X129 a.s..

Theorem 3 Suppose Assumption[d holds. Under TPRS in Definition [3,
i —50) | (Qu <7*) = Vi Lye + 1,220+ V32, (24)

where Vi, Vo, and V3 are defined in f, Z1 and Zsy are standard normal variables, and
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(Lpn2, Z1, Zs) are jointly independent.

The results of TPRS with general sampling are similar to those of TPRS with simple

random sampling, hence inheriting all the benefits, including reduced variance and quantile

range and enhanced representativeness, as detailed in Section [3]

4.4 Regression estimator

Integrating the design and analysis strategies, the two-phase regression estimator for 7y is

Utireg = Y1 — (T — 71)" P,

where

-1

_\®2 _ _

A Z T; — T11 Z Ty — T1)\Yi — Y11
iGB II’L Z'GB IIZ

is the regression coefficient based on the phase-II sample.

Theorem 4 Suppose Assumption[q holds. Under TPRS in Definition [3,

n111/2 (gll,reg - g()) | F = N (07 ‘/iI,reg) 3

a.s. for all sequences of finite populations, where
Vitreg = lm ny {Vyyo + E (Veex | F)}
N—o00

with Vi, o and V.1 defined in (@) and , respectively.

Theorem [ indicates that the advantages of TPRS are also applicable to the regression

estimator in a general setup.

Remark 1 |Estevao and Sarndal (2010) proposed using auziliary variables in the analysis
stage through two-stage calibration in two-phase sampling. They noted that, with the gener-

alized least squares distance in calibration, the calibration estimator matches the two-phase
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regression estimator. |Deuville and Sarndal (1992) demonstrated that calibration estimators
are asymptotically equivalent across various distance metrics. Based on this, we hypothesize
that calibration estimators in two-phase sampling, with or without rejective sampling, share
stmilar limiting distributions.  The practical advantage of rejective sampling s to yield a

more representative sample by design.

4.5 Inference: variance estimators and confidence intervals

We estimate the asymptotic design variances of yi; and ¥ ee in general TPRS. For gy, the

variance is estimated by nﬁl(f/lvpﬁa + ‘72 + ‘73), where

Vi = nllﬁlTIVm,IﬁH,

5 5 5 5. \T
Ao N TLij|A — TIL| AT A (6 — 611)(€j — ém)

= w2 T s - , (25)

i€B jeB 17114 TILij|A

Y 77 T
V. — ni Z Z T — mumy (Y — yu)(y; — In) (26)

N ) )

N* jep T 1 T1Lij|. A

and é; = y; — m;fBH and é; are 1} with y; being é;. For ¥ e, the variance is estimated by

n' (Va + V3).

Remark 2 Regarding variance estimation in two-phase sampling, two points are notewor-
thy. First, obtaining the joint inclusion probabilities my; and i 4 may be difficult in prac-
tice, and approzimations may be needed. For example, |Haziza and Beaumont (2005) and
Beaumont et al. (2015) considered a simplified variance estimator which does not require the
information on w4 and specified conditions under which the bias of the variance estimator
15 negligible.

Second, while Horvitz—Thompson-type variance estimators and @ are standard,

they can be unstable and negative in unequal probability sampling. An alternative is the
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Sen—Yates—Grundy-type (Senl, |1955, |Yates and Grundy, |1955) variance estimators

®2
0 1 ng Z Z THijlA — TILATIA [ € — €1 € — €11
2.5YC = —5, — ;
} 2 . * *
2N P TLij| A T 15
_ _ ®2
~ ~1ng Yi—Yn  Y; —Yn
Visye = —5705 D> (M — mumy) - :
2 N2 1 T,
ieB jeB J

These estimators are asymptotically equivalent to Vs and Vs with additional mean zero terms

but are more stable and non-negative for various sampling designs with fized sample sizes

(Hidiroglou et al., |2009).

To construct confidence intervals, we define v, (Vi, Va, V3) as the 100ath quantile of the

distribution of Vll/ ZLpﬁz + V21/ 7+ V})l/ ?Z,. Because under TPRS,
P {%/2(‘71, ‘727 ‘73) < HIII/Q(?JH — o) < Vl—a/2(‘717 ‘727 ‘73)} —1—a,
the asymptotic (1 — a) confidence interval for g based on gy can be constructed as

(Z?H - nﬁl/ZVl—a/z(‘Aﬁ, ‘72, ‘73), Y — nﬁl/zVa/z(‘Aﬁ, ‘72, ‘73)) .

Also, the asymptotic (1 — «) confidence interval for g, based on g1 e, can be constructed as

- ~ ~ 0\ 1/2 _ _ A ~\1/2
<gH,reg - n111/2 (Vé + ‘/3> Rl—a/2y Yllreg — n111/2 (‘/2 + ‘/3) Za/2> .

5 Extensions

When covariates have varying importance, applying different thresholds for different covari-

ates in rejective sampling can be more effective. [Legg and Yu| (2010)) explored two approaches

for this: weighted rejective sampling and sequential rejective sampling, with the former also

studied by Lu et al.| (2023) and the latter by |Morgan and Rubin (2015)) and |Li et al.| (2018)
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in rerandomization in experiments. We further develop sequential rejective sampling in two-
phase sampling in Section [ST]of the supplementary material and demonstrate that it provides
better balance control for each specific covariate compared with weighted rejective sampling.

As a natural extension, we introduce multi-phase rejective sampling and establish asymp-
totic design properties of the double expansion estimator and the regression estimator in
Section of the supplementary material. As a special case, if phase I is a census, the
three-phase rejective sampling becomes equivalent to TPRS with rejective sampling in both
phases.

In both sequential and multi-phase rejective sampling methods, we employ block-wise
Gram—Schmidt orthogonalization on tiers or phases of covariates. This strategy ensures a
clear distinction between various sets of covariates, categorizing them according to their level

of importance or their availability across different phases.

6 Empirical studies

We evaluate the finite-sample performance of rejective sampling through simulations. We
first apply the TPRS with simple random sampling in Section [6.1] We then apply the three-
phase rejective sampling based on an actual study in Section [6.2] to showcase the effectiveness

of multiple phases.

6.1 TPRS with simple random sampling

Consider the finite population with bivariate data {(z;,v4;) : i = 1,..., N = 10°}, where
z; ~ 0.5Y2(x? — 1) and y; = 1 + Bx; + e; with e; ~ N(0,1) and 8 € {0.5,1,2}. This setup
yields R? = 5%/(5? 4+ 1) values of {0.2,0.5,0.8}.

We implement two-phase simple random sampling with phase-I and phase-II sample
sizes of n; = 5,000 and n;; = 200, respectively, and the corresponding TPRS with various

7v? € {0.01,0.05,0.1}. We compare the mean estimators gy and Urireg i both sampling
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Figure 1: Comparison of the simple mean estimator and the regression estimator under
two-phase simple random sampling and rejective sampling with R? € {0.2,0.5,0.8}
scenarios.

We summarize the results in Figures [I] and [2] and Tables 2] and 3] In all scenarios, g
with rejective sampling improves the efficiency of g1 without rejective sampling with the
percentage of variance reduction increases with R? and decreases with +?, which is cohesive
with our theoretical results in Theorem [I] and Corollary [T} Table [3] presents the theoretical
values of percentage of variance reduction @ under the simulation setup. The results in
Table [2] are consistent with that in Table [8] The performance of g;; with rejective sampling
is close to that of i e, and the results for gy ee in both rejective and non-rejective samples
are similar, aligning with our theoretical results in Theorem [2| Moreover, the regression
weights in ¥, can be negative for 30 simulated datasets under two-phase non-rejective
sampling; however, the regression weights are always positive with rejective sampling in this
simulation setting. This demonstrates the practical value of rejective sampling. Additionally,
our variance estimators and confidence intervals, based on the asymptotic variance formula,

prove accurate in both variance estimation and coverage rates, as evidenced in Table |3 and

Figure [2|
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Table 2: Simulation results based on 1,000 Monte Carlo samples: bias (x1072), variance
(x1073), mean variance estimator (x1073), percentage of variance reduction of the estimator
under rejective sample compared to the corresponding estimator under two phase sample
random sampling, variance estimate (x1073) and coverage rate for 95% confidence intervals
calculated based on the asymptotic variance formula. R* = 32/(3? 4+ 1) € {0.2,0.5,0.8}.

Method Bias Var MSE VE Cvg VarRed
72 (x1072) (x1073) (x1073) (x1073) (%) (%)
B=0.5and R?> =10.2
00 Wi -0.30 6.0 12.1 6.2 95.5 -
Yll reg -0.22 4.9 9.9 5.0 95.3 -
0.01 yn 0.35 5.0 10.0 5.0 95.4  0.17
Yllreg 0.35 5.0 10.1 5.0 95.3 -0.02
0.05 ¥n -0.26 5.1 10.2 5.0 94.5  0.16
Yl reg -0.27 5.1 10.2 5.0 94.3 -0.03
0.1 gy -0.07 5.1 10.1 5.1 95.0 0.16
Uil reg -0.05 5.0 10.1 5.0 95.2  -0.02
B=1and R>=0.5
00 Wi 0.00 10.1 20.3 10.0 94.3 -
Yll reg 0.12 5.5 11.0 5.2 94.1 -
0.01 gn -0.05 5.1 10.1 5.1 94.8  0.50
Yllreg -0.05 5.0 10.1 5.2 95.1  0.08
0.05 ¥n -0.09 5.3 10.6 5.2 94.5  0.48
Uil reg -0.09 5.2 10.4 5.2 94.6  0.05
0.1 gy -0.17 5.3 10.7 5.3 94.5  0.47
Uil reg -0.19 5.2 10.5 5.2 94.7  0.04
B =2and R?>=0.8
00 Ui -0.26 24.7 49.4 25.1 94.7 -
Yllreg 0.00 6.0 12.0 5.8 94.3 -
0.01 yn 0.08 5.8 11.7 5.7 94.8  0.76
Yl reg 0.06 5.8 11.5 5.8 94.8 0.04
0.05 ¥n -0.35 6.0 12.1 5.9 949  0.76
Yl reg -0.30 5.6 11.2 5.8 95.2  0.07
0.1 gy 0.10 6.4 12.8 6.2 94.8 0.74
Yl reg 0.09 5.9 11.7 5.8 95.0 0.03

Table 3: Theoretical values of percentage of variance reduction under the simulation setup

7 001 005 01
Uy 0.003 0.017 0.033

LI (1, )R? R*=02 192 479 767

1-fuifr,r
R?>=05 189 473 75.7
R>=08 186 46.5 74.4
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Figure 2: Coverage rates of the simple mean estimator and the regression estimator under
two-phase simple random sampling and rejective sampling with R? € {0.2,0.5,0.8}

6.2 Three-phase sampling based on the Academic Performance In-

dex data

To demonstrate the practical relevance, we use the Academic Performance Index (API) data.
The full population data consist of 6,194 observations for all California schools with at least
100 students based on standardized testing of students. We use the API in 2000 as the
study variable y, the API in 1999 as the auxiliary variable z, and the percentage of English
Language Learners, the percentage of students eligible for subsidized meals, the percentage
of students for whole this is the first year at the school as additional auxiliary variable z in
both the design and analysis stages. The parameter of interest is the population mean of
the API in 2000.

We employed three-phase sampling designs. We select a phase-I1 sample A of size n; =
2000 by simple random sampling. For 7 € A, we observe x;. We select a phase-II sample B
of size ny; by Poisson sampling with m; = pr; E(nyp), where E(nyp) is the expected sample
size of the phase-II sample, pr; o< x; and ), ., p; = 1. For 7 € B, we observe z; and

calculate a; = z; — z;; — (z; — JEH)T@LH. We select a phase-111 sample C by Poisson sampling
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with 7 = pnE(nm), where E(npyp) is the expected sample size of the phase-11I sample,
pur; is proportional to the summation of components in z; and zieB pu = 1. For i € C,
we observe y;. We consider the above three-phase sampling without rejective sampling and
with rejective sampling described in Section [S2.2 We consider the impact of the number
of phases, phase sample sizes F(ny;) and F(ngyq), constraints 2 and ~3. For comparison,
we also consider two-phase sampling designs. In a two-phase sampling, we assume that the
outcome is measured for the phase-II samples. This may be more costly than the three-phase
sampling.

Simulation results, summarized in Figures [3| and [4] show that phase-II estimators are
more efficient due to more information collection, but phase-I1I designs might provide greater
cost-effectiveness. For instance, phase-II rejective regression estimators with an average
sample size of n;; = 500 had a variance of 5.4, compared with phase-III estimators with
a smaller average sample size of nyy = 100 but a higher variance of 15.9. This implies
that multiple phases can achieve desired variances with smaller samples. The efficiency of
rejective regression estimators improves with tighter constraints 7? and 72 , especially ~2
. Increasing the phase-II sample size showed minimal impact on the efficiency of phase-II1
estimator. The coverage rates of the confidence intervals align well with the nominal level,
confirming our results on the asymptotic distributions.

Table [4 shows that rejective sampling enhances the representativeness of covariates and
regression weights compared with non-rejective sampling. This was determined by calculat-
ing the average zir from phase-III samples, both with and without rejective sampling, across
5,000 Monte Carlo simulations. The results indicated significantly lower empirical variance
for all covariates with rejective sampling. Additionally, tighter constraints 4 and ~3 further
improve covariate representativeness. Moreover, the absence of rejective sampling increases

the likelihood of negative regression weights.
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and ii1,reg Without rejective sampling; rej3 and rej-reg3 are g1 and giir,reg With rejective sampling.

Figure 3: Simulation results for simple estimators and regression estimators under two/three-

phase w/o rejective sampling with ny = 500
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Figure 4: Simulation results for simple estimators and regression estimators under two/three-
phase w/o rejective sampling with ny; = 1000
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Figure 5: Coverage rates

Table 4: Simulation results based on 5,000 Monte Carlo samples: assessing the representa-

tiveness of covariates w/o three phase rejective sampling including api99, ell, meals, mobility
with nia = 1000 and nii = 200

2 oo 050 0.25 0.50 0.25
V2 oo 050 050 0.25 0.25
ell 1.84 0.16 0.15 0.08 0.08

meals 1.77 0.15 0.14 0.07 0.07
mobility 1.21 0.11 0.11 0.05 0.05
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7 Discussion

We focused on a scalar outcome, and extending these findings to a vector outcome is straight-
forward. Our current approach to constructing variance estimators and confidence intervals
relies on asymptotic distributions. In survey contexts, replication variance estimation is often
used. [Fuller et al.| (2017) have recently innovated a bootstrap variance estimation method
for single-phase rejective sampling. The development of a replication variance estimation

methodology for multi-phase rejective sampling will be addressed in a separate paper.
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Supplementary material for “Two-phase
rejective sampling”

Section describes sequential rejective sampling with tiers of covariates. Section

presents multi-phase rejective sampling. Section [S3| provides all proofs.

S1 Sequential rejective sampling with tiers of covariates

Decompose covariate z into K tiers of varying importance, denoted by (z[1], ..., z[K]), each
x[k] having dimension p[k]. Let x[k] = (z[1],...,z[k]). It is convenient to apply the block-
wise Gram—Schmidt orthogonalization to the covariates: construct g = (g[1], ..., g[K]) from
g[l] = z[1], and

-1
glk] = z[k] — V:’c[k]x[m},I (‘Q[ﬂ}x[mm) xlk — 1]

for k = 2,..., K. We assume cov(gn[k],gn[l] | A) = op(ng') a.s. for k # | under suitable
regularity conditions. See the discussion of Assumption [2(vii) in the main paper. For each
tier k£, we can impose a threshold w, 152 where 72 is a positive constant and wy, is the weight
for tier k, with higher w; indicating a stricter threshold.

We define two-phase sequential rejective sampling (TPSRS) as follows.

Definition S1 (TPSRS with general sampling) TPSRS with general sampling consists

of two steps:

Step 1. Select a phase-1 sample A of size ny by a general @ sampling with the inclusion

probability my;. Fori € A, record x;.

Step 2. Treat the phase-1 sample A as the population and select a phase-1I sample B of size
niy by a general m sampling with the conditional inclusion probability w4 giwven unit

1 1s in the phase-1 sample. Accept the phase-II sample if

QilF] = (gulk] — Gk Vg a(alk] - @ilk) < wv% A<k <K), (S

1



done sequentially from tier 1 to K. For 1 € B, record vy;.

Remark S3 In a weighted rejective sampling, we accept the phase-1I sample if

K
S wQilk] < K2, (s2)
k=1

where the wy’s may be different from the ones in the sequential rejective sampling as in .

Sequential rejective sampling, unlike weighted rejective sampling, ensures balance across
all tiers, as it requires each tier to individually meet its threshold. Weighted rejective sam-
pling 1s less stringent, allowing some tiers to be poorly balanced if others are well balanced.
The limiting distributions of i and Y reg under weighted rejective sampling are more

challenging to characterize (Lu et all, |2025).

To study the limiting properties of ¥, let (g4, be the probability limit of VggIV . By

the Gram—Schmidt orthogonalization, V41 is a diagonal matrix with the Ath block diagonal
component Vypge,i- We decompose By, as By = (Bypjy, - - - Bgxly) With By, being the

probability of V! olklolk], Voiky1- The decomposition of g — o then becomes

gn—b = (Gu—aq1)" Bey +{yn— 91— (gu— 1) By} + U1 — Yo

K
> (gulk] — @ilk])" Bypugy + {8 — 5t — (Gu — 3" Byy} + 51 — To-
k=1

Let DI [k)} ‘/gIk]g[k] I(gll[k] — gI [k]), then Dl[k] — N(O, Ip[k]) For any k 7é l, gn[k] — gl[k] and

gn[l] — g1[l] are asymptotically independent given A a.s.. Therefore,

K
> " (Gulk] = @i[k) By | (DFID1[K] < wi'y? 11 < k < K)
k=1

has the same limiting distribution of

K
Z 911 6g[k]y ‘ ( [ ]Dl[k] < wk_lﬁﬁ) :
k=1



Theorem below describes the limiting distributions of g1 and iy e, under TPSRS with

general sampling.

Theorem S5 Suppose Assumption[q holds. Under TPSRS in Definition [S1],

=

m{*(gn—9) | (DFKIDiK] < w'y? 1<k < K) = > VPRL 2+ V222 + V3 2,

k=1

plklwy 'y

(S3)

where V1 [k] = limy,;; 00 nnﬁg[k]yE(Vg[k]g[k]J | F)Bglily, Vo and Vs are defined in and ,
respectively, Z1 and Zy are independent standard normal variables, and (Lp[k}ywkfl,yz7 71, Zs)

are jointly independent. Moreover,

il (Ginree — o) | (DFIRIDi[K) < wi'y? 1<k < K) = Vo ? 2y + V3% Z,.

S2 Multi-phase rejective sampling

S2.1 Notation

We extend our theory to multi-phase rejective sampling. To simplify the presentation, we
discuss three-phase sampling below. Let 7y, .4, and 7y 3 represent the probabilities of a
unit being included in the phase-I, phase-II, and phase-III samples, with each phase indexed
by A, B and C, respectively. The combined probability for phase-III is 7y; = 77134 Tm8-

For the finite population mean g, the phase-I, phase-II, and phase-III estimators are

(9. ([13), and

~ 1 U;
umn = "
—1 * )
2 iee (M) icc L

respectively. The design variance for the phase-III estimator involves conditional second-

(S4)

order inclusion probabilities ;5. By Taylor expansion and ignoring the small order terms,



the design covariance of wy,, and vy, given the phase-II sample is

T1ij|B — T11L|BT 11| B
Vuv I = COV (UHImUHIn | B A ]: Z Z cl d ll ( UH)(U - UH)T-

icB jeB 1T

(S5)

S2.2 Three-phase rejective sampling

We define a three-phase rejective sampling method with p;-dimensional phase-I covariate x

and po-dimensional phase-II covariate z as follows.

Definition S2 (Three-phase rejective sampling with general sampling) Three-phase

rejective sampling with general sampling consists of three steps:

Step 1. Select a phase-1 sample A by a general ™ sampling with the inclusion probability ;.

Fori e A, record x;.

Step 2. Select a phase-Il sample B by a general m sampling with the conditional inclusion

probability w4 given unit i is in the phase-1 sample. Accept the phase-11 sample if
Qo = (T — 1)V} (T — Z1) <4,

where 42 > 0, and V.1 is the positive definite design variance of Ty — Ty given the
phase-1 sample. For i € B, record z;. It is convenient to apply the Gram—Schmidt
orthogonalization to z;, and construct a phase-11 covariate a; = z;—zZip— (x; —Zn) " ﬁzaj I,

where

BZ%H = {Z M} Z (x; — :Z‘H)EZ'% — ZH)T' (56)

B T B T
Let ¢ = (27, a™)" represent the combined vector of phase-11 covariates, where a can be
seen as the part of z that is both correlated with y and orthogonal to x, representing

the additional information beyond what is available from phase 1.



Step 3. Select a phase-I11 rejective sample C by a general ™ sampling with the conditional
inclusion probability m s given unit i is in the phase-11 sample. Accept the phase-I11
sample if

Qe = (G — )’ V,;h (em — en) < s,

where v3 > 0, and Veert s the positive definite design variance of ¢ — ¢ given the

phase-11 sample. For i € C, record y;.

In Step 3, balance can be directly controlled on (27, 2™)" instead of ¢, because ¢ — ¢y is
a linear transformation of iy — Zir and Zipr — Zir given 3., i1 and the Mahalanobis distance
is invariant to linear transformations.

For the population mean g, the 7* estimator based on the phase-III rejective sample is

_ 1 Yi
Y1 = O\
ZiEC (7f1gs)

—.
icc L

To derive the asymptotic properties of g1, we specify the following regularity condition.

Assumption S1 The phase-111 estimator satisfies
var(dyy | B, A, F) " Ham — an) | B, A, F — N(0,1) as.,

and Var(n%l/fﬁm | B, A, F) = 0Op(1).
The sequence of phase-11 selection probabilities are bounded by Ky < nI_HlnHWHH <
Ky for all i, for some positive Ky, > 0 and Ky > 0. Assume that the design is such

that

: —1 T 2\T T 2
lim E :ﬂ-IIIi<laci Uy (L el vy ;) = M ass.,
N—o0 £ C

1€

< : _ _ _ ~1
where My is a matriz of constants. Moreover, cov(¢iy — ¢, ém — én | B, A, F) = op(nyy)-

Theorem S6 Suppose Assumptions[q and[S1| hold. Under three-phase rejective sampling in



Definition

1/2 _
nII/I (Ui — o) | (@21 < ’Vfa Qemr < 73)

1/2 1/2 1/2 1/2 1/2
— VIH/,1Lp1+p2,7§ + VHI/QZI + VHI/,:),Lpl,w% + VIH/,4ZZ + VIH/,5ZSa (S7)

where

L T L
VIH,l = Nh_f)noo nmﬁyc,oE (Vcc,n ’ -7:) 5yc,0, VHI,2 = Nh—1>n<x> nin (Veyceyc,n | ]:) )
Vi = ]\}gﬂoo i Bye o (Va1 | F)Byao, Vina = ]\}linw nnE (Veyepet | F)
Vins = J\ll_f)noo n1Vyy,0, Cuv = U = V" Buw,0, (S8)

Zy, Zy, and Zy are standard normal variables, and (Zy, Zy, Zs, L L ) are jointly

p1,v35 Hp1+p2 i3

independent.

S2.3 Regression estimator

Integrating the design and analysis strategies, the three-phase regression estimator of 7y is

T
B B T1 — T A
YIIl,reg = Y111 + Byet, (S9)
arr — arn

where aj; = 0 by our construction of a;, and

Byc,III _ {Z (ci —em) (¢ — em)” }_ Z (ci — ) (Y — gIII>. (S10)

* *
icC T icC T

The regression estimator exhibits the same asymptotic behavior, irrespective of the use

of rejective sampling.



Theorem S7 Under Assumptions[d and under three-phase rejective sampling in Defi-
nition [S,

nlll/IZ (gHLreg - gO) | JF = N (07 ViII,reg) s

a.s. for all sequences of finite populations, where
‘/HI,reg = 1\}1—I>noo nin {V;;y,o + F (‘/eyzeyz,l ’ F) +FE (‘/;yceyc,II | -F)} )

and Vo, Viwr and V11 are defined in @, and , respectively.

Thus, the limiting distribution of n111/12<gIII,reg — ¥Jo) remains unchanged with or without
rejective procedure. Combining the results from Theorems [S6] and [S7] suggests that utilizing
auxiliary variables in both the design stage (via rejective sampling) and analysis stage (via

regression) can improve estimation efficiency.

S2.4 Inference: variance estimators and confidence intervals

We derive the asymptotic design variance formula. Let BouH be (S10) with y; and ¢; being
u; and v, Eypi = Uy — U Bupir, and éuypr be (S4) with u; being é,,,. We estimate Vo,

v

EyzCyz,

rand Ve, . .11 by

) 1 T — TL7 (Y — U s \T
Vo = = Z Z Lij iy (Y — Yn) (Y5 — Yimn) |

N €A jJEAI T T4 T1Lij| AL | B
2 5 5 5 T
v 1 Tiij| A — T ATIG|A (€yai — €yaant) (Eyz; — Cye1n1)
eyzeyz,l 2 E E P— - . ’
N €A JEAT TrHiﬂ_Hj TLi§]| AT I1I45).A
2 2 5 5 T
V. _ ! E E Tittig|8 — THuBTIB (Eyei — Eyetr) (Eyey — Eye,nr)
eyceye,lI T R7o " » - 7
i€ A jEA [aniany; TLij|B

respectively. Then, the variance estimator for gy is

. A . A . . . .
Vi = <Byc,ﬂl‘/cc7116yc,ﬂl> Upypp a2 T <5ya;,mvm,lﬁyx,m> Upr 2 + Veyeeyet + Veyeyot + Vigo-



The variance estimator for ¥ reg 18 Virtreg = Viy,0 T Veyueya,l T Veyeeye I1-

To construct confidence intervals, we define v, (Virr1, - -+, Virs) as the 100ath quantile of

the distribution of Vﬁl/zlL + VI}I/QQZl + VI%I/ELPM% + ‘/I}I/ZZQ + V&{%Zg Because under

p1+p2,73

three-phase rejective sampling,

P {%/2(‘7111,1, e ,‘7111,5) < n111/12(§111 — 7o) < V1—a/2(‘7111,1, e ,‘7111,5)} —1—aq,

we can construct the asymptotic (1 — «) confidence interval for gy based on g1 as

_ —1/2 ~ ~ _ —1/2 - ~
(ym — g’ Viea2(Vimas -+ s Vings), o — oy’ Vage (Vi -+ ,VIH,5)> .

Also, the asymptotic (1 — o) confidence interval of g, based on iy, can be constructed as

_ ~1/2 _ r1/2
(ym,reg - VHLregzka/% Y — VIILregZa/2> .

S3 Proofs

S3.1 Useful lemmas

We state some useful lemmas for two-phase simple random sampling.

Lemma S1 E(uy | A, F) = and E(ty | F) = .

Lemma S2 cov(ty, oy | A, F) = (ny' —ny') Vi and cov(ay, oy | F) = (ny' = N71) Vio.
Lemma S3 E(Vyynu | A, F) = Viwr and E(Vyy1 | F) = Viwo-

Lemmas [S2| and [S3| are standard textbook results (e.g., Fuller |2009a); therefore, we omit
their proofs.
For a sequence of finite populations, the variability of the estimators comes from the

sampling design. In the following proofs for the asymptotic design properties, the asymptotic



design variance and covariance (the limits of the design variance and covariances), denoted

by a.var and a.cov, respectively, are relevant.

S3.2 Proof of Lemma [

Recall the following definitions 77 = nIII/ 2@11 —21)"Bo, T = nlll/ 2 {yn — o1 — (T — 71)" Bo },
and T3 = nlll/ 2@1 —¥o). The asymptotic normality follows by Assumption ; see, e.g., Chapter
1 in Fuller| (2009a)).

Because B is a simple random sample from A, and A is a simple random sample from

F, by Lemma [ST], we have
E(T | AF)=0, E(Ty | A, F) =0, E(T3 | F) =0, (S11)

and therefore E(T}, | F) =0, for k = 1,2, 3.
We then show the asymptotic variance formulas. First, the asymptotic design variance

of Ty given F is

avar(Ty | Fy) = A}im var(Ty | F)
—00

]\}1_13;0 var{E(Ty | A, F) | F} + E{var(T} | A, F) | F}]

= Jlim [O+E{<1—"n—‘f) & m,lﬁorf}]

. nii
e 1 1 - 0
Jim ( - > Bo Vaz,080
s _ -1
= (15 VeV

= (1 — fII,I) Ome;IIO$y, a.s.,

where the second equality follows by (S11)) and Lemma[S2] and the third equality follows by

Lemma Second, by writing 15 = nIII/ 2(éH — é1) + op(1), the asymptotic design variance



of T given F is

avar(Ty | F) = lim var(Ty | F)

N—oo

z\}iinoo var{E(Ty | A, F) | F} + E{var(Ty | A, F) | F}]

— lim [O+E{(1 - @> Vies | }"H
N—o00 nI

= lim (1 - @) Vieo
N—oo nI

= (1 - fILI)Ueea a.8.,

where the second equality follows by (S11) and Lemma [S2 and the third equality follows
by Lemma [S3] Third, the asymptotic design variance of T3 given F is avar(T3 | F) =
th%oo V&I‘(Tg ’ .F) = limNﬁoo(nH/nI — TLH/N)‘/yy,o = fII,I(l — fI,O)Uyya a.S..

Finally, we show that all covariances of cross terms are zero asymptotically. We have

a.cov(Ty, Ty | A, F) = A}im cov(Ty, Ty | A, F)
— 00
= ]\}1_{1100 nifBycov(Trn — T, yir — U1 | A, F)
— lim nypfycov(zn — zr, Zn — 21 | A, F)Po
N—oo

_ n
= lim (1 - n_III) (Bo Vay1 — By Vaz,150)

N—oo
— dim (1= (VipoVol Vit — Vi oVl Vi (VoL Y,
- 1m - ( yz,0Vez 0 Vzy,l = Vyz,0V ez, 0VzrlVaer 0 z’y70)
N—o00 nI ’ ’ )
-1 _
= (1— fur) (nyam Ouy — OysO320p O'M;ny) =0, a.s., (S12)

where the second equality follows by Lemma Because conditional on A and F, T3 is a

constant, we then have

a.cov(Ty, T5 | A, F) =0, k=1,2. (S13)

Combining (S11))-(S13)), we have

a.cov(T;, Ty | F) = lim cov(T;, Ty | F)

N—o0

10



—  lim E{cov(T}, Ty | A, F) | F}

N—o0

+A}im cov{E(T; | A, F),E(T}, | A, F) | F}

= 0, (J#ke{l1,2,3}), as..

Combining all results, we complete the proof.

S3.3 Proof of Theorem [2

To express further, by the moment condition in Assumption , we have nlll/ 2(:EH — ) =
Op(1),

Bu— By = {Z (zi — Tn) (w5 — -TII)T} Z (z; — Zu) {yi — Ju — (z: — Zn)" Bo}

ieB i€B
-1
= {nﬁl Z (zi — Zn) (zi — fu)T} ng' Z (zi — Zn) (e; — em)
icB icB
= Op(ny ),

and therefore nlll/z(fn — 7)) (B — Bo) = OP(1>Op(nﬁ1/2) = Op(nﬁl/Q) = op(1). We then
express as

it (Gitreg — o) = maf - (e — e1) +n1y” (1 — o) + op(1). (S14)

Under TPRS in Definition , based on 1) the design variance var{nlll/ Z(QH,reg—g@) | F}

is approximately

nuvar (g1 — 4o | F) + nukE {var(eq | A, F) | F}

B 1 1 nit
- () e £ { (15 Ve 1 7}

1 1 ni
= —— — |V 1—— |V,
I (nl N) yy,0 T ( - ) 0

— fH,I (1 - fI,O) Oyy + (1 - fII,I) Oee; Q.5.,

11



where the second equality follows by Lemma

Under TPRS in Definition , nIII/ 2(1711,reg — Yo) is equivalent to nIII/ 2(37117reg — ) | (@1 <
7?) without rejective sampling. Similar to , we can show that ey — e; and Q) are
asymptotically independent. Moreover, we can show that y; — ¢y and )1 are asymptotically
independent. Based on , nlll/ 2(§Il,reg — Yo) and Q) are asymptotically independent. As a
result, nlll/ Q(gHJQg —1o) has the same distribution under two-phase sampling with and without

rejective sampling.

S3.4 Proof of Proposition

We follow the similar augment in |Li and Ding| (2018]). Under TPRS in Definition (1} @; —

E(u) a.s., and
Viw = nHl_ - D (u — ) (vi — o)
icB
— nHl_ 3 Z{U/z - E(U)}{w — E(U)} - nl?g 1{?111 — E(u)}{EH — E(v)}
icB
— Vi, a.s.,

where the last line follows from Assumption [Il Next, we have

B {(V - Vi)

_ ( al ) _—z{uz u)Hos — B()} — {an — B(w)Hou — B(v)}

ni — 1 p
_ (nli"L) var —Z{uz W)} — E(v)}
var [{EH—E(U_)}{UH— E@))]. (S15)

12



To further evaluate (S15]), we have

{ui = E(u)H{vi = E(v)}

)

var | 3™~ B} - B))

zEB

- (%ﬁ(g;

—EZ{% )} o — B())

< (n) >t B}~ FO)Y
< B\ Z{uz }4+—Z{vz
= niHE[{u— E@)'] + —E [{o - B©))]
and
var [{in — E(u)H{ou — E()}] < E [{un — E(u)}*{ou — E(v)}?]

IN

E [{an — E(u)}* + {on — E(v)}']
LE’ [{u—E(u)}'] + iE’ [{v—E(v)}"].

niy nmn

Therefore, under Assumption

B{(Veo = Va)?} < B [{u= B} + B [{o= E0))'] 0. (S16)

nii

By the law of total probability, we have

E {(f/m, - Vuv)Q} - E {(ffw — Vi) | Q1 < 'y?} P(Q1 <)
+E {(Vw — Vi) | Qr > 72} P(Qr >+
> K {(Vuv — Vi) | Q1 < 72} P(Qr < 7).

13




Combining with (S16)),

B{(Va = Vi) | Q1 <7} < {P(Q1 < )} E{ (Ve = Vi) } = o(1).

Therefore, Vi, = Vi, + 0 p(1), which completes the proof.

S3.5 Proof of Lemma 2

By the constructions of phase I and II samples and estimators, we have
EM | AF)=0, E(I | A,F)=0, E(T3 | F) =0, (S17)

and therefore E(T), | F) =0, for k = 1,2, 3.
We then show the asymptotic variance formulas. First, the asymptotic design variance

of Ty given F is

avar(Ty | F) = Jim var(Ty | F)
—00

= lim [ar {E(T1 | A,F) | F} + E {var(Ty | A, F) | F}]

. nix 145 \A - 7TIIz ATT15)A _ _
= ]\}1_{%0 0—|—E{ ZZ ! : (yi—?/o)@j_yo)‘}—}]
€A jeA
= Vi, as..

Second, the asymptotic design variance of 75 given F is

avar(Ty | F) = ]\}im var(13 | F)
—00

= lim [var{E(Ty | A, F) | F} + E{var(T» | A, F) | F}]

N—oo
. nir Tlij|.A —7TH ATII5).A _ _
= lim 0+E{ ZZ i Z' ll (ei—eo)(ej—eoﬂ]:}]
N—o0
€A jEA
= V5, as..

14



Third, the asymptotic design variance of 75 given F is

avar(Ty | F) = ]&im var (T3 | F)
—00

N N
. nin Tlij — T ) )
= 1 s M TG B
Novoo { N2 ; JZ:; . (yi — 7o) (y; yo)}
= V3, as..

Note that Vi, V5 and V3 are finite, guaranteed by Assumption [2]

Finally, we show that all covariances of cross terms are zero asymptotically. By Assump-
tion [2(vii), a.cov(Ty,Ts | F) = 0 a.s.. Because conditional on A, T is a constant, we then
have

a.cov(Ty, T3 | A, F) =0, k=1,2. (S18)
Combining (S17)-(S18)), we have

a.cov(1y, T | F) = A}im cov(T;, Ty | F)
—00

= lim E{cov(T}, Ty | A, F) | F}

N—oo

—|—]\}1_r>n cov{E(T; | A, F), E(Ty, | A, F) | F}

= 0, (J#ke{1,2,3}), as..

Combining all results completes the proof.

S3.6 Proof of Theorem [

To derive the asymptotic design property of the two-phase regression estimator, we use the

following decomposition:

Utireg — Yo = Ynu— 41+ (Z1 — )" Bo + (T1 — fII)T(BH — Bo) + U1 — Yo

= en—e+yr— Y+ OP(nI_Il)v

15



where the second equality follows by (z; — EH)T(BH — Bo) = Op(nﬁl) due to 71 — Ty =
Op(nﬁl/Q) and B — By = Op(nHl/2).

Therefore, the asymptotic design variance of ¥y yeg is

a.var {nlll/Z (gII,reg - gO) ’ f} = lim var {nlll/Q(gH,reg - gO) ‘ «F}

N—oo

= lim |:Var(n111/2:lj1 | F)+ E {Var(nIlI/QéH | A, F) | }—NH

o Tij — 7TIZ7TIJ = =
_ M[ ZZ I )4y )

B { ni Z Z T A — 7TH7,|.A7TII]|A (61' _ éO)<€J — éO) | f}]

€A jeA
= ]\}1_{20 {nuVyyo + E (nuVeer ’ -7:)}

S3.7 Proof of Remark 2

For the phase-I and phase-II sample sizes, we have

ZI(jeA) = ny, (S19)

Z](j €B) = nu (520)
jeA

By taking the expectation of (S19)), we obtain

N
ZWIJ‘ =ni, (SQl)
j=1

By taking the conditional expectation of (S20)) given A, we obtain

Z 7TIIj|.A = Nj1. (SQQ)

jeA

16



Multiplying (S19) by (i € A) and multiplying (S20|) by I(i € B), we obtain

YN IGeA(icA) = mlic A,

Y I(jeB)I(ieB) = nyl(i€B).
jeA

By taking the expectation of (S23)), we obtain

N
E Ty = N7,
J=1

By taking the conditional expectation of ((S24)) given A, we obtain

E Tlij| A = TIITIL|A-
jeA

We now write

~ ~ ®2
~ nH Tg) A — T AT A [ € — €11
Vosya = E E :

s Ty
i€B jeB 1Iij|.A 1Ii
. . . T
nn Z Z TLj)|A — T ATIL)A ( - 611) €; —€n
* *
ieB jeB Tlij|A i 15
= Thgyg + V.

Moreover,

Hz

(523)

(S24)

(S25)

(526)

®2
’I’L — €
E(Tysya | AF) = —E {ZZ T4 — T ATIL]A) ( H> | A,f}

€A jEA

~ ®2
n — €
= ——HE{ E ( E 7THz]|A> ( " H) ‘A,F}
i€eA \jeA i

N ®2
TL — €
HE{ZTHZA (ZWH]M) ( " H) | A,f}
€A jeEA i
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ni & — e\
— —mE{Z(nHWH“A) ( v *'II) ‘A,F} (827)

€A
ni & —eén\ ™"
+ﬁE {; WIIi\AnII ( ﬂ_ﬁi ) ’ A, .F} (SQS)

where (S27)) follows by (S26)), and (S28)) follows by (S22). Therefore, V5 syq is asymptotically

equivalent to Vs adding a mean zero term.

We also write

o\ ®2
~ niy T — TLTL Yi — Yu
Vasya = _mzz< - ])( T )

Ii

T T1Lij| A

ieB jeB
+@ZZ (ﬂ-h’j — 7TIz‘7TIj) (?Jz — ﬂu) (yj — ﬂH)T
N2 B SB \ MijTHijlA L 1)
= T3gyac + Va.

Moreover,

ni gyl Yi — i @2 Y = Yi —Yu >
s = {5 (So) (452) - (S S (52
i= Jj= = =
g {i (i 7T1“> (yz - ??H)®2 _ (i\f: m.) i”l‘ (yi — %1)@2}
N® S\ T = )5 '\ m

Jj=1

Yi — i @2 al Yi — Y 2
. ( P ) —ni Zﬂ'[i < T ) } <S29)

=1

where (S29) follows by (S21) and (S25)). Therefore, Vi sy is asymptotically equivalent to Vs

adding a mean zero term.
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S3.8 Proof Theorem

We use the following decomposition:

it (G —90) = nafy (G — ) + nafy (G — ) + gy (G5 — Go)
= n111/12(5111 — 1) Bye,o + n111/12 {9y — g — (€ — ) Byeo}
+n111/12(f11 — Z1) Bya0 + n111/12 {on — o1 — (Zu — 71)Byeo}
+ngf; (71 — o)
= 71111/12(5111 — 1) Byeo + 71111/12 (Eye 111 — Eye,ir)
il (21— 1) Byao + ity Byt — Eyet)

12,
+”H/1 (g1 — Wo)-

We have Dx,I = V71/2 (i’n - i’{) — N(O, [p1) and Dc,H = ‘/;;}1/2 (éIII — EH) — N(O, Ip1+p2).

zx,l

Therefore, we have

1/2 _
nII/I (Gt — o) | (Qz1 < 7%7 Qen < 722)

= (@ — an)Byeo | (Qur <93, Qo < 73) + 1uft (gt — Eyent)
+ngfp (Fi = 1) Byoo | (Qux < 73, Qert < 73) + it (Egatt — Eyat)
+ruf (G — o)
= nif (@ — &n)Byeo | (Qet < 13) + 01l (Eyeant — Eyet)
it (11— 71)Byeo0 | (Qux < 92) + it Byt — By
+nff (51 = To)
— VifiDent | (DIyDen < 73) + Vi3 Z1 + VirlaDex | (DEiDex < 73) + Vit 322 + Vil 323
— VaiaL + Vit Z1 4 Vit 3 Lpu o + Vit Z2 + Virt 3 2.

p1+p2,73 11,3p1 43
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S3.9 Proof of Theorem

To derive the asymptotic design properties of the three-phase regression estimator, we use
the following facts:
E (Giireg | B, A, F) = Uit reg + Op(nyp),

where the probability distribution in Op is due to phase-III random sampling given (B, A, F),
Utlreg = Y1 + (T1 — Zn) " ByI’H, and Byul is defined as with z and x being y and z, and

E (Utireg | A, F) =41+ OP(nﬁ1)7

the probability distribution in Op is due to phase-II random sampling given (A, F). There-

fore, we use the following decomposition:

gIH,reg — Yo = gHI,reg - gH,reg + yH,reg — Y1+ yr— Y

T
T1 — ZT1n A .
= Yym+ Byemt p — {?JH + (Z1 — Zm)" 5yz,n}
—arr
+ {?JH —gi+ (7 —zn)" Bym,ll} + Yt — Yo

= (€yerrr — €yerr) + (Eyzar — €yat) + 1 — Yo + OP(nﬁll)~

By repeated application of conditional expectation arguments, the asymptotic design vari-

ance of gIH,reg is
a.var {nIII/IQ(gIH,reg — %) | -7'-} = A}leOO {nHIVyy,o +FE (nHIVeweW,I | -7:) +F (nIHVeyceyc,H | -7'-)} .

Then, under Assumptions [2] and [ST], we establish the result in Theorem [S7]
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