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AISUM Q2: What is the best way to select primary sampling units in

sample design for face-to-face household surveys?
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Sampford, M. R. (1967). On sampling without replacement with
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Gabler, S. (1981). A comparison of Sampford’s sampling procedure
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Kim, S. W., Heeringa, S. G., Hong, S. J. and Park, S. H. (2023). Some
Methods of Model-Based Sampling. Dongguk University, Survey &
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Figure 2. Comparison of sampling designs by the values of the auxiliary variable and the
corresponding variances between model-based sampling method using OP3 with a
different value of ¢ and three conventional design-based sampling methods; those
obtained from conventional methods are repeatedly shown in each panel for the

convenience of comparison.
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