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Abstract
Background/Objectives: The Internet of Things (IoT) relies on consistent
data delivery, crucial for maintaining service quality. However, challenges
like connection issues, external threats, and sensor malfunctions can lead
to data insufficiency, affecting IoT applications. Addressing the problem of
missing data in the vast streams of IoT-generated data is essential. This paper
introduces a novel Composite DTERM Missing Data Imputation (MDI) model
for the Internet of Medical Things (IoMT) aimed at robustly recovering missing
data. Methods: The Composite DTERM-MDI model comprises three phases:
Dual Strategy based Missing Data Imputation (DS-MDI), Two Tier Missing Data
Imputation (TT-MDI), and Ensemble Regression Model (ERM) for progressive
imputation of Missing Not at Random (MNAR) type data. The effectiveness of
the Composite DTERM-MDI model is demonstrated using the cStick dataset,
achieving significantly improved accuracy, precision, recall, and F-measure
compared to the original dataset. Additionally, a comparison of the Composite
DTERM-MDImodel with two standard imputation techniques, MICE and SICE, is
performed using the UCI car dataset. Findings: Experimental results showcase
the superiority of the Composite DTERM-MDI model-based imputed cStick
dataset, with accuracy at 99.12%, precision at 99.98%, recall at 98.53%, and
F-measure at 98.89%, outperforming the original cStick dataset. The study
highlights the Composite DTERM-MDI model’s efficiency and accuracy in
addressing missing data challenges in IoMT, which is vital for informedmedical
decision-making. Novelty: Furthermore, a comparison of the Composite
DTERM-MDI model with MICE and SICE using the UCI car dataset evaluates
accuracy and F-measure across four classification algorithms (PMM, POLYREG,
CART, and LDA). The Composite DTERM-MDI model achieves accuracy rates
of 91.08%, 81.58%, 97.74%, and 97.74%, along with F-measures of 84.97%,
89.58%, 98.71%, and 99.17% for PMM, POLYREG, CART, and LDA, respectively.
This comparison demonstrates the model’s performance against established
imputation techniques in a different context.
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1 Introduction
The Internet of Medical Things (IoMT) is a rapidly evolving and innovative technology
that has transformed the healthcare industry in many ways (1). One of the most
significant benefits of IoMT is that it allows healthcare professionals to collect, analyze,
and transmit health-related data from a range of medical devices, leading to more
personalized and efficient patient care. The technology enables doctors and other
healthcare professionals to monitor patients remotely and in real-time, providing
them with critical insights into their health conditions, medication adherence, and
overall wellness (2). This allows healthcare professionals to intervene earlier and more
effectively, ultimately leading to better patient outcomes.

Despite the many benefits of IoMT, missing data is a common issue that can arise
due to a variety of reasons (3). For example, medical devices may malfunction, resulting
in missing data. In addition, data transmission errors can occur, leading to incomplete
data sets. Finally, patient non-compliance with data collection protocols can also lead to
missing data.Themissing data can be classified into three categories:MCAR,MAR, and
MNAR, each with distinct characteristics that can impact the precision and reliability of
analysis results (4). MCAR is when themissing data is independent of both the observed
and unobserved variables, while MAR is when the missing data is dependent on the
observed variables but not the unobserved ones. MNAR is when the missing data is
dependent on the unobserved variables, and it is the most challenging type to handle.

Missing data in medical datasets can lead to biased or incomplete analysis results,
which can have serious implications for patient care (5). For example, missing data can
lead to inaccurate diagnoses or treatment recommendations, ultimately affecting patient
outcomes. Therefore, developing effective missing data imputation techniques that can
provide accurate and reliable results is essential. Such techniques should be able to
handle different types of missing data and produce imputed values that are as close to
the true values as possible. By doing so, healthcare professionals can ensure that their
analyses and recommendations are based on complete and accurate data, ultimately
leading to improved patient outcomes.

This paper proposes a new Composite DTERM imputation model for IoMT that
integrates three stages: Dual Strategy-based Missing Data Imputation (DS-MDI), Two-
Tier Missing Data Imputation (TT-MDI) (6), and Ensemble Regression Model (ERM)
based on MNAR-type missing data progressive imputation (MDPI).

The DS-MDI approach is intended to handle MCAR-type missing data using two
primary strategies: Cube-root-of-cubic-mean and Enhanced Levenshtein Distance-
based Clustering (ELDC) with Cluster-directed Selection of the Nearest Neighbors
(CSNN). The first strategy involves replacing the missing values with the cube root of
the cubic mean of the available values. The second strategy uses the ELDC technique
to cluster the data points based on their similarity and identify the nearest neighbors to
the missing values. Then, the missing values are replaced by the average of the values of
their nearest neighbors.

The TT-MDI technique is designed to impute MAR-type missing data using an
enhanced linear interpolation approach with a two-tier approach. The first tier uses
Manhattan distances between class centroids and related data instances to discover the
imputation threshold. Next, the second tier uses the discovered threshold to impute
missing data using the Enhanced Linear Interpolation technique.

Finally, the ERM-MDPI model employs three regression models, Multilayer
Perceptron (MLP), Support Vector Regression (SVR), and Linear Regression (LR), to
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impute MNAR-type missing data progressively. The model progresses through the dataset, repeatedly imputing missing values
and updating the regression models until convergence is achieved. The MNAR-type missing data are imputed progressively
based on the prediction of the regression models, which are trained on the available data. The model uses a weighted average
of the predictions from the three regression models to obtain the final imputed value.

This paper’s contribution is a novel Composite missing data imputation model that provides an efficient and accurate
approach to impute missing data in IoMT. The proposed model outperforms other methods in terms of accuracy, precision,
recall, and F-measure, as demonstrated through experimental results on the cStickIoMTdataset fromKaggleMachine Learning
Repository.

The aim of this paper is to provide researchers and practitioners with an effective and reliable technique to handle missing
data in IoMT datasets.The proposed model can help healthcare professionals obtain reliable analysis results critical for medical
decision-making. The application areas of the proposed model include the diagnosis of medical conditions, monitoring of
patient health, and medical research.

The paper is organized as follows: Section 2 presents a review of related work onmissing data imputation in IoMT. Section 3
describes the proposed DTERMmodel in detail. Section 4 presents the experimental results and compares the proposed model
with other missing data imputation techniques. Finally, Section 5 concludes the paper and highlights future research directions.

2 Related works
This section discusses some of the previous works that have been done in the field of missing data imputation. In recent years,
there has been an increasing interest in developing effective imputation techniques for different types of missing data, including
MCAR, MAR, and MNAR. Many researchers have proposed various algorithms and models for imputing missing data. The
review of these previous works provides a valuable foundation for the development of the proposed missing data imputation
model for IoMT.

Barata et al. (7) discussed the use of imputation methods to handle missing data that are missing completely at random
(MCAR). The authors compared the performance of imputation methods to the commonly used approach of using missing
indicators. The study used a simulation study to compare the performance of four imputation methods (mean imputation,
hot deck imputation, k-nearest neighbor imputation, and regression imputation) and the missing indicator approach on
datasets with different levels of missingness.The authors founded that imputationmethods outperformed themissing indicator
approach in terms of bias, mean squared error, and coverage probability.The authors also discussed the limitations of the study,
including the use of only MCARmissingness, and the need for further research on the performance of imputation methods on
other types of missing data.

Berrett et al. (8) discussed a nonparametric approach for testing whether data are missing completely at random (MCAR),
and its connection to the concept of compatibility. The authors introduced a novel testing procedure for MCAR based on the
idea of maximum mean discrepancy (MMD) between the empirical distribution of the observed data and the distribution
that would be expected under MCAR. They proved that this test is optimal in the sense that it achieves the minimax rate of
convergence, meaning that it has the best possible performance among all tests in terms of the probability of error. The authors
also explored the connection betweenMCAR and the concept of compatibility, which arises in the context of statistical inference
when the target population is notwell-defined.They showed that the optimal test forMCAR is closely related to the compatibility
function, which measures the compatibility of a given sample with a hypothetical population. The study included numerical
simulations to demonstrate the performance of the proposed testing procedure in practice. The authors also discussed the
limitations and potential extensions of the proposed method, including the extension to the missing not at random (MNAR)
setting.

Jin et al. (9) presented a method for identifying the parameters of a Wiener-finite impulse response (FIR) system when the
output data is subject to missing completely at random (MCAR)mechanisms and time delays.The authors proposed a two-step
approach to address the challenges of MCAR data and time delays. In the first step, the authors used a modified expectation-
maximization (EM) algorithm to estimate the missing data and remove the effect of time delay. In the second step, the authors
applied a least squares method to estimate the parameters of the Wiener-FIR system based on the estimated data. The authors
demonstrated the effectiveness of their proposedmethod through numerical simulations on aWiener-FIR systemwith different
levels of missingness and time delays.They compared the performance of their method to other existingmethods and show that
their proposed method outperforms the other methods in terms of parameter estimation accuracy. The study also discussed
the limitations of the proposed method, including the assumption of MCAR data and the need for further research to extend
the method to handle other types of missing data mechanisms.

Ji et al. (10) provided a comprehensive review of methods for diagnosing and handling violations of the missing at random
(MAR) assumption in statistical analyses. The authors begin by introducing the MAR assumption and its importance in
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handling missing data in statistical analyses. They then discuss common violations of the MAR assumption, including missing
not at random (MNAR) and informative missingness, and provide examples of how these violations can impact statistical
analyses.The authors reviewed severalmethods for diagnosing violations of theMARassumption, including graphicalmethods,
sensitivity analyses, andmodel-based diagnostics.They also discussedmethods for handling violations of theMAR assumption,
such as multiple imputation, inverse probability weighting, and pattern mixture models. The study included a simulation
study to demonstrate the performance of these methods under different scenarios of missing data and violations of the MAR
assumption.The authors showed that differentmethods perform differently depending on the type and severity of the violation.
The authors also discussed the limitations of these methods, including assumptions about the missing data mechanism and the
need for careful interpretation of results.They highlighted the importance of sensitivity analyses and robustness checks to assess
the impact of violations of the MAR assumption on statistical analyses.

Garcia et al. (11) presented a method for incremental missing-data imputation in evolving fuzzy granular prediction. The
authors introduced the concept of fuzzy granular prediction, which involves modeling data using fuzzy granules to capture the
inherent uncertainty and vagueness in the data.They also discussed the challenges of missing data in fuzzy granular prediction,
which can lead to biased and unreliable predictions. To address these challenges, the authors proposed an incremental missing-
data imputation method that uses a combination of fuzzy c-means clustering and evolving fuzzy granules. The method is
designed to handle missing data in an incremental manner, where missing data is imputed as new data becomes available
over time. The authors demonstrated the effectiveness of their proposed method through experiments on a real-world dataset
of air pollution measurements. They compared the performance of their method to other existing methods for missing-data
imputation and show that theirmethod outperforms the othermethods in terms of prediction accuracy.The study also discussed
the limitations of the proposed method, including the need for further research to evaluate the method’s performance under
different types and levels of missingness.

Ma et al. (12) proposed a new method for imputing missing not at random (MNAR) data based on identifiable generative
models. The authors begin by highlighting the challenges associated with MNAR data, which often arise when the missingness
mechanism is related to unobserved variables that are also related to the observed variables in the dataset. They discussed
the limitations of existing imputation methods for handling MNAR data, such as maximum likelihood estimation and inverse
probability weighting. The authors then proposed a new approach to imputing MNAR data based on generative models that
are designed to be identifiable, meaning that the model parameters can be uniquely estimated from the observed data. They
presented two specific models, the Gaussian mixture model and the factor analysis model, which are both identifiable and can
be used to impute MNAR data. The study provided a theoretical analysis of the proposed method, including a discussion of
the identifiability conditions for the generative models and the consistency of the imputed values. The authors also provided
a simulation study to compare the performance of their method with existing methods for handling MNAR data. The results
of the simulation study suggest that the proposed method outperforms existing methods in terms of imputation accuracy and
efficiency.The authors also discussed the limitations of their approach, such as the assumption of a particular generative model
and the potential for bias if the model assumptions are violated.

Carreras et al. (13) used multiple imputation and sensitivity analysis to handle missing data that was not at random in a
study on end-of-life care. They evaluated the impact of missing data on their study results and concluded that their imputation
methods provided more robust estimates of their outcomes.

Here are some potential disadvantages of these existing works in missing data imputation:

• Limited applicability: Many existing methods are designed for specific types of missing data and may not work well in
all situations.

• Computational complexity: Some methods may be computationally intensive and not feasible for large datasets or real-
time applications.

• Assumptions of data distribution:Many imputation methods assume that the data follow a specific distribution, which
may not be appropriate for IoMT data.

• Inability to handle complex relationships: Some methods may not be able to capture complex relationships between
variables, which can lead to inaccurate imputations.

The proposed Composite missing data imputation model for IoMT may offer several advantages over existing methods:

• Increased accuracy:By combiningmultiple imputationmethods, the proposedmodelmay be able to improve imputation
accuracy and reduce bias.

• Flexibility:The proposed model can be adapted to different types of missing data and can handle complex relationships
between variables.
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• Reduced computational complexity:The proposed model is designed to be computationally efficient, making it suitable
for large datasets and real-time applications.

• Better performance inmedical applications:Theproposedmodel is specifically designed for IoMT data, making it more
suitable for medical applications.

3 Methodology

3.1 Composite DTERMmodel for IoMT

The issue of missing data is a common problem in datasets, and it can lead to biased and inaccurate results. In the context of the
Internet of Medical Things (IoMT), where medical devices generate a vast amount of data, missing data can pose a significant
challenge. The Composite Missing Data Imputation Model is a sophisticated and innovative approach designed to address this
issue, and it has been specifically developed for IoMT datasets.

The Composite DTERM Imputation Model is a combination of various missing data imputation techniques, and each
technique is applied based on the type of missing data present in the dataset. The model involves analyzing the dataset to
identify the type of missing data present, which is crucial in selecting the appropriate imputation technique. This approach
ensures that missing data is imputed accurately and efficiently.

The first technique employed in themodel is theDual Strategy basedMissingData Imputation (DS-MDI) approach, which is
used for MCAR-type missing data. The DS-MDI approach utilizes two strategies to impute missing data, which are cube-root-
of-cubic-mean and Enhanced Levenshtein Distance-based Clustering (ELDC) with Cluster-directed Selection of the Nearest
Neighbors (CSNN).The DS-MDI algorithm then takes the mean of the imputed values. While Enhanced Levenshtein Distance
(ELD) is fundamentally a string metric, it can be adapted for use with numeric data by encoding numeric values as strings.This
approach allows the algorithm to measure the similarity between numeric data points effectively, aiding in the imputation of
missing numeric medical data within the IoMT dataset.

For MAR-type missing data, the Two Tier Missing Data Imputation (TT-MDI) technique is employed (6). This technique
discovers the imputation threshold using Manhattan distances between class centroids and related data instances in the first
tier. The Enhanced Linear Interpolation technique is then used to impute the missing data based on the discovered threshold.

For MNAR-type missing data, the Ensemble Regression Model (ERM) based on MNAR-type missing data progressive
imputation (MDPI) is used. In this technique, the dataset is divided into training and testing sets, and three regression models
(MLP, SVR, and LR) are trained on the training set. The trained models are then used to impute the missing data progressively
on the testing set.

Once the three techniques have been applied, the imputed datasets are combined to obtain the final imputed IoMT dataset.
This final dataset can be used for medical decision-making and analysis, which is the ultimate goal of this approach. Algorithm
1 discusses the proposed Composite Missing Data Imputation Model.

Algorithm 1: Composite DTERMModel for IoMT
Input: IoMT dataset with missing data
Output: Imputed IoMT dataset
Step 1: Identify missing data types: MCAR, MAR, and MNAR.
Step 2: Apply the Dual Strategy based Missing Data Imputation (DS-MDI) approach for MCAR-type missing data:
a. Compute the cube-root-of-cubic-mean of the dataset.
b. Apply Enhanced LevenshteinDistance-based Clustering (ELDC)with Cluster-directed Selection of theNearest Neighbors

(CSNN) to cluster the data.
c. Impute the missing data using the mean of cube-root-of-cubic-mean and ELDC- CSNN.
Step 3: Apply the Two Tier Missing Data Imputation (TT-MDI) technique for MAR-type missing data:
a. Discover the imputation threshold using Manhattan distances between class centroids and related data instances in first

tier.
b. Impute missing data using the discovered threshold and the Enhanced Linear Interpolation technique
Step 4: Apply the Ensemble Regression Model (ERM) based on MNAR-type missing data progressive imputation (MDPI)

for MNAR-type missing data:
a. Divide the dataset into training and testing sets.
b. Train three regression models, MLP, SVR, and LR, on the training set.
c. Impute the missing data using the trained models progressively on the testing set.
Step 5: Combine the imputed datasets from DS-MDI, TT-MDI, and ERM-MDPI to obtain the final imputed IoMT dataset.
Step 6:Use the imputed dataset for medical decision-making and analysis.
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Furthermore, Figure 1 shows the flow diagram of proposed Composite DTERMMissing Data Imputation Model.

Fig 1. Flow diagram of proposed Composite DTERMMissing Data Imputation Model

3.2 Dual Strategy based Missing Data Imputation (DS-MDI) approach

The Dual Strategy based Missing Data Imputation (DS-MDI) approach is used to impute missing data in an IoT dataset. The
input to this method is the dataset with missing data, and the output is an updated dataset with imputed missing data.

The approach begins by initializing an empty dataset. Then, for each instance in the original dataset, it checks if it contains
missing values. If it does, an empty instance is initialized to store the imputed values.

For each feature value in the instance, it checks if it is missing or not. If it is missing, two imputation strategies are used to
impute the missing value.The first strategy is to calculate the cube-root-of-cubic-mean of the feature in the dataset.The second
strategy is to use an Enhanced Levenshtein Distance-based Clustering (ELDC) and Cluster-directed Selection of the Nearest
Neighbours (CSNN) algorithm for missing data imputation.

The cube-root-of-cubic-mean approach is a first strategy for imputing missing data in IoT datasets. The approach begins by
initializing an empty set to store the imputed values of each feature. For each feature in the IoT dataset, the approach calculates
the cube-root-of-cubic-mean by first calculating the sum of the cubic values of each non-missing value of the feature and the
sum of the feature values for all instances in the dataset that have non-missing values for the feature.Then it calculates the mean
of these sums and takes the cube root of the cubic mean of the feature.

If the regular mean is lower than the cube-root-of-cubic-mean, then the imputed value for the missing data is set to the
cube-root-of-cubic-mean. Otherwise, the imputed value is set to the regular mean. The imputed value for each feature is then
added to the set.

Next, for each instance in the dataset, the approach checks if it contains missing values. If it does, a new instance is initialized
to store the imputed values. For each feature value in the instance, if it is missing, the approach extracts the imputed value for
the feature from the set and adds it to the new instance. If the feature value is not missing, it is added to the new instance. Once
all the feature values in the instance have been processed, the updated instance is added to the updated dataset. If the instance
does not contain any missing values, it is added directly to the updated dataset.

Finally, the updated dataset with imputed missing values is returned.The cube-root-of-cubic-mean approach is a useful tool
for imputing missing data in IoT datasets, where data may be missing due to various reasons such as sensor failures or network
connectivity issues.
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ELDC-CSNN is a second strategy for missing data imputation that starts by randomly selecting L initial cluster centers from
the complete dataset. Then, it computes the Enhanced Levenshtein distance of each instance from the complete dataset to each
chosen cluster center and allocates instances to the cluster of the closest cluster center based on this distance. After clustering,
incomplete instances in the incomplete set are sorted in order of their missing values such that the instance with the fewest
missing values appears first and the instance with the most missing values appears last.

Then, the first incomplete instance in the list is chosen, and the cluster that is closest to it is determined. Following that,
the median of the cluster-directed selection of the nearest neighbors is used to impute missing data. The imputed incomplete
instance is then transferred to the complete instance set and allocated to the cluster that was utilized to compute it.The imputed
instance will be used for all further imputations of other incomplete instances, as well as for other complete instances in the
complete instance set. This process is repeated until all the incomplete instances in the incomplete set are imputed.

Enhanced Levenshtein distance is a string metric used to evaluate the similarity between two sequences. It is an enhanced
version of the Levenshtein distance that takes into account the length of the strings being compared.

The Enhanced Levenshtein distance is calculated by dividing the Levenshtein distance by the maximum length of the two
strings being compared. The resulting value is then subtracted from one to obtain a similarity score between zero and one.

The Enhanced Levenshtein distance can be used to cluster data instances based on their similarity. In the ELDC-CSNN
strategy formissing data imputation, it is used to cluster complete instances so that those in the same cluster aremore equivalent
to one another than those in other groups. This allows for the selection of the nearest neighbors from within the same cluster
for imputing missing data in incomplete instances.

3.3 Two Tier Missing Data Imputation (TT-MDI) technique

The TT-MDI (Two-Tier Missing Data Imputation) technique proposes a unique method for imputing missing data in a
dataset (6). The imputation is done in two tiers, where the first tier is used to identify the imputation threshold, and the second
tier is used to impute the missing data using the threshold.

The first tier, which is also known as the threshold discovery, is a process of identifying the threshold for missing value
imputation in the second tier. This tier consists of four steps. Firstly, given a dataset D with N classes and M dimensions, the
i-th class of D is separated into complete and incomplete subsets. The complete subset contains data instances that do not have
any missing values, while the incomplete subset contains data instances that have at least one missing value.

In the second step, the class centroid and standard deviation of each feature are computed using the complete subset for the
i-th class. The class centroid is the mean value of all the data instances in the complete subset, and the standard deviation is the
measure of how much the data is dispersed around the mean.

Next, in the third step, the Manhattan distance (MD) between the class centroid and each data instance in the class is
computed. The Manhattan distance is the sum of the absolute differences between the features of the class centroid and the
features of each data instance in the class. TheMDmeasures the dissimilarity between the class centroid and the data instances
in the class.

Finally, in the fourth step, the threshold for class i is determined by taking the median of the distances between each data
instance in the class and the class centroid.The median distance is chosen as the threshold because it is less sensitive to outliers
than the mean distance. The median helps balance high and low distances within the class, providing a representative measure
of dissimilarity for threshold determination.

In Tier 2, if the data instance has only onemissing value, the class center is used to impute themissing value. Subsequently, the
distance between the imputed data and class center is computed to compare it with the threshold. The imputation procedure
for the missing data is done if the distance is smaller than the threshold. Otherwise, three various values are imputed if the
distance is greater than or equal to the threshold.These three values are computed using Linear Interpolation (LI) and standard
deviation. Linear interpolation generates novel data points within the bounds of a finite collection of known data points using
linear polynomials.However, linear interpolation is not accurate in a dataset with class labels. AnEnhanced Linear Interpolation
(ELI) method is proposed to improve linear interpolation accuracy. The ELI method considers initial and subsequent values,
previous class values, current class values, and subsequent class values to compute the missing value.

Enhanced Linear Interpolation (ELI) (6) is a method used to computemissing values in a dataset with class labels. It improves
upon standard Linear Interpolation (LI) by considering the values of adjacent classes in addition to the values of the current
class. The formula for ELI can be expressed as follows:

Assume that themissing value of variable j in data instance x is to be imputed, and the adjacent classes to class i are classes i-1
and i+1. Let v_j,k and v_j,k+1 denote the jth feature values of the kth and k+1th data instances of class i, and v_j-1,k, v_j-1,k+1,
v_j+1,k, and v_j+1,k+1 denote the feature values of the adjacent classes.
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First, the slope (m) and intercept (c) of the linear equation that fits the data instances with known values in the current class
i are calculated using the following equations:

m = (cent(Di_complete, j) - cent(Di_incomplete, j)) / std(Di_complete, j)^2
c = cent(Di_incomplete, j) - m * std(Di_incomplete, j)^2
where cent(Di_complete, j) and cent(Di_incomplete, j) denote the class centroids of the jth feature for complete and

incomplete data instances of class i, respectively, and std(Di_complete, j) and std(Di_incomplete, j) denote the standard
deviations of the jth feature for complete and incomplete data instances of class i, respectively.

Next, three candidate values are generated for the missing value v_j of data instance x using the following equations:
v_j,1 = m * std(Di_incomplete, j-1)^2 + c
v_j,2 = m * std(Di_incomplete, j+1)^2 + c
v_j,3 = (v_j,k + v_j-1,k+1 + v_j+1,k) / 3
where v_j,1 and v_j,2 are generated using LI with the feature values of the adjacent classes, and v_j,3 is the average of the

feature values of the current and adjacent classes.
Finally, the candidate value with the smallest distance to the class centroid cent(Di_complete, j) is selected as the imputed

value for v_j.ELI improves the accuracy of LI by taking into account the information from adjacent classes and is thus more
suitable for datasets with class labels.

3.4 Ensemble Regression Model (ERM) based on MNAR-type missing data progressive
imputation (MDPI)

The ERM-MDPI model is a powerful approach to handling missing data in real-world datasets. The model’s ability to improve
the accuracy of predictions is a crucial asset when dealing with incomplete data, and its use ofmultiple regressionmodelsmakes
it highly versatile. TheMLP, SVR, and LR models used in ERM-MDPI are among the most widely used and effective models in
the field of machine learning, and combining them can produce highly accurate results.

The Progressive mode of ERM-MDPI builds on the Basic mode by considering features with imputed values as predictors
for estimating the missing values in the next feature. This approach can potentially increase the model’s performance by using
the relationships between different features to better predict missing values. By continually updating its predictions as more
features are imputed, the model can create highly accurate predictions even in the face of significant missing data.

The ERM-MDPI algorithm can be executed on any dataset with missing values, making it highly versatile. By dividing the
dataset into complete and incomplete data sets and identifying the feature indexes that contain missing values, the ERMmodel
can be used to impute those missing values. The model can be trained on complete datasets and used to predict missing values
in incomplete datasets, making it a highly effective tool for handling missing data.

Overall, the ERM-MDPI model is an essential tool for data scientists working with real-world datasets. Its ability to handle
missing data through imputation and its use ofmultiple regressionmodelsmake it highly versatile, and its Basic and Progressive
modes allow it to produce highly accurate predictions. By using the ERM-MDPImodel, data scientists can improve the accuracy
of their predictions and create more robust and reliable machine learning models.

Furthermore, the Composite Missing Data Imputation Model is a comprehensive and effective approach to handle missing
data in IoMT datasets. This model employs multiple imputation techniques to ensure that missing data is imputed accurately
and efficiently.The final imputed dataset can be used formedical decision-making and analysis, which is essential in the context
of the Internet of Medical Things.

4 Results and Discussion
ThecStick dataset, obtained from theKagglemachine learning repository, is utilized in this work. It is a collection of information
on the physical parameters of older adults, alongwith their likelihood of falling.The dataset consists of 2039 instances and seven
features.The seven features of the dataset include distance, pressure, HRV, sugar levels, SpO2 levels, accelerometer reading, and
the decision of falls.

The ”distance” column provides the distance from the user to the nearest object or person, which can help identify potential
hazards.The ”pressure” column indicates the pressure applied to the cStick, with 0 indicating low pressure, 1 indicatingmedium
pressure, and 2 indicating high pressure. The ”HRV” column indicates the heart rate variability of the user, which can provide
information on their physical state. The ”sugar levels” column indicates the user’s blood sugar levels, while the ”SpO2 levels”
column indicates the oxygen saturation levels in their blood.The ”accelerometer reading” column provides information on the
user’s movements and whether they are within a certain threshold. Finally, the ”decision of falls” column indicates whether a fall
has been detected or predicted, with 0 indicating no fall detected, 1 indicating a slip, trip or prediction of a fall, and 2 indicating

https://www.indjst.org/ 3486

https://www.indjst.org/


Punitha & Sathiaseelan / Indian Journal of Science and Technology 2023;16(40):3479–3490

a definite fall.
The cStick dataset is designed to help researchers develop algorithms that can predict and detect falls among older adults.

By analyzing the data in the dataset, researchers can better understand the factors contributing to falls and develop effective
strategies for fall prevention and detection. In addition, the cStick device, which the dataset is designed for, can monitor the
user’s surroundings and provide warnings if a fall is predicted or detected.

To evaluate the performance of the imputation model, 30% of the data was artificially made missing, with 10% missing
completely at random (MCAR), 10%missing at random (MAR), and 10%missing not at random (MNAR). A novel Composite
missing data imputation model was used to impute the missing data. The implementation of this model was done using Java
and Weka tools. The proposed novel Composite missing data imputation model was evaluated utilizing accuracy, precision,
recall, and f-measure using Machine Learning-based classifiers, namely the Repeated Incremental Pruning to Produce Error
Reduction (RIPPER), Support Vector Machine (SVM), Naive Bayes (NB) and C4.5 classifiers. The classifiers are implemented
using the WEKA tool.

Accuracy measures the overall correctness of the model’s predictions. It is calculated as the ratio of the number of correct
predictions to the total number of predictions made.

• Accuracy = (True Positives + True Negatives) / (True Positives + False Positives + True Negatives + False Negatives)

Precision measures the fraction of true positives among all predicted positives. It is calculated as the ratio of the number of true
positives to the total number of predicted positives.

• Precision = True Positives / (True Positives + False Positives)

Recall measures the fraction of true positives among all actual positives. It is calculated as the ratio of the number of true
positives to the total number of actual positives.

• Recall = True Positives / (True Positives + False Negatives)

F-measure is a harmonicmean of precision and recall. It provides a single score that balances precision and recall. It is calculated
as:

• F-measure = 2 * ((Precision * Recall) / (Precision + Recall))

In general, a higher value for accuracy, precision, recall, and F-measure indicates better performance of the model.
Table 1 shows the accuracy comparison of four classification algorithms (RIPPER, SVM, Naive Bayes, and C4.5) before and

after the missing data imputation using a proposed novel Composite missing data imputation model. The dataset used in the
comparison is the cStick dataset, and the results are presented in terms of accuracy.

Table 1. Accuracy comparison of before and after missing data imputation using the proposed novel Composite DTERMmissing data
imputation model

Dataset RIPPER SVM Naive Bayes C4.5
cStick Missing dataset 84.8071 79.7246 78.6259 77.3653
cStick Imputed Dataset 98.9205 98.3808 98.2826 99.1168

Before the missing data imputation, all four classification algorithms had relatively lower accuracy values ranging from
77.3653% to 84.8071%.This is because the missing data in the cStick dataset could have affected the classification performance
by introducing bias, reducing the sample size, and making the dataset incomplete.

After themissing data imputation using the proposed novel Compositemissing data imputationmodel, all four classification
algorithms had significantly higher accuracy values ranging from 98.2826% to 99.1168%. This implies that the proposed
imputation model was successful in filling the missing data gaps and producing a complete and unbiased dataset that improves
the classification performance.

TheComposite imputationmodel performs best in terms of accuracy improvement among the four classification algorithms.
Specifically, after the imputation, the accuracy of RIPPER increased from 84.8071% to 98.9205%, while SVM, Naive Bayes, and
C4.5 had accuracy increases from 79.7246% to 98.3808%, 78.6259% to 98.2826%, and 77.3653% to 99.1168%, respectively.

Table 2 compares the precision values of four classification models, RIPPER, SVM, Naive Bayes, and C4.5, before and after
missing data imputation using the proposed novel hybrid missing data imputation model on the cStick dataset.
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Table 2. Precision comparison of before and after missing data imputation using the proposed novel Composite missing data
imputation model

Dataset RIPPER SVM Naive Bayes C4.5
cStick Missing dataset 80.2028 78.4521 83.7815 79.9833
cStick Imputed Dataset 99.2604 99.9901 99.9805 99.2604

The results show that before missing data imputation, the precision values of all classification models were relatively low,
ranging from 78.45% to 83.78%. However, after imputation, the precision values of all classification models significantly
improved, ranging from 99.26% to 99.99%.

These results suggest that the proposed Composite imputation model is highly effective in improving the precision values of
classification models, leading to more accurate and reliable results in data analysis. Furthermore, the improvement in precision
values indicates that the imputed dataset is more robust and less prone to errors and biases, making it a more valuable resource
for further analysis and decision-making.

Table 3 compares the recall performance of different classification models before and after imputing missing data using the
proposed Composite imputation model on the cStick dataset. Recall measures the proportion of actual positive cases that are
correctly identified by the model.

Table 3. Recall comparison of before and after missing data imputation using the proposed novel Composite missing data imputation
model

Dataset RIPPER SVM Naive Bayes C4.5
cStick Missing dataset 83.597 76.7031 78.3674 83.9578
cStick Imputed Dataset 98.5316 96.3289 95.8884 98.5316

The table shows that before imputing missing data, the SVM model has the highest recall with a value of 76.7031, followed
by Naive Bayes and C4.5 models with recall values of 78.3674 and 83.9578, respectively. After imputing the missing data using
the Composite imputation model, all the models have significantly improved their recall values. The RIPPER model has the
highest recall with a value of 98.5316, followed by C4.5 and SVMmodels with recall values of 98.5316 and 96.3289, respectively.
Naive Bayes model has the lowest recall value of 95.8884 after imputing the missing data.

Table 4 shows the F-measure comparison of before and after missing data imputation using the proposed novel Composite
missing data imputation model for four different classifiers (RIPPER, SVM, Naive Bayes, C4.5) on the cStick dataset. The F-
measure is a weighted harmonic mean of precision and recall, and it gives an overall measure of a classifier’s performance.

Table 4. F-measure comparison of before and after missing data imputation using the proposed novel Composite missing data
imputation model

Dataset RIPPER SVM Naive Bayes C4.5
cStick Missing dataset 81.8647 77.5677 80.9841 81.9224
cStick Imputed Dataset 98.8946 98.1301 97.901 98.8946

The table shows that for all four classifiers, the F-measure values on the imputed dataset are significantly higher than those
on the missing dataset.This indicates that the proposed Composite imputationmodel has effectively filled in the missing values
in the dataset, which has led to an improvement in the performance of the classifiers.

The highest improvement in F-measure is seen for RIPPER and C4.5 classifiers. For example, for the RIPPER classifier,
the F-measure on the missing dataset is 81.8647, while the F-measure on the imputed dataset is 98.8946. Similarly, for the C4.5
classifier, the F-measure on themissing dataset is 81.9224, while the F-measure on the imputed dataset is 98.8946.This indicates
that the Composite imputation model has the most significant impact on the performance of these two classifiers.

Overall, the proposed novel Composite missing data imputation model performs best using the cStick dataset. The imputed
dataset achieved a much higher accuracy, precision, recall and F-measure compared to the missing dataset.

Additionally, Table 5 presents a comparison of three different missing data imputation techniques –MICE (14), SICE (15), and
the proposed DTERMmodel - on the UCI car dataset. The performance of each technique is evaluated based on the accuracy
and F-measure.This comparison is needed to evaluate the generalizability of the proposed Composite imputationmodel.While
the cStick dataset comparison showed that the proposed Composite imputation model outperformed other techniques on
that particular dataset, it is important to evaluate its performance on other datasets to ensure its effectiveness across different
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domains. The UCI car dataset comparison provides this evaluation, showing how the proposed Composite imputation model
performs against other commonly used imputation techniques in a different context.

The cStick dataset was used to evaluate the proposed Composite DTERM model in previous sections, and it demonstrated
superior performance compared to other techniques. However, when comparing CompositeDTERM with traditional
techniques likeMICE and SICE, it’s important to have a consistent andwidely recognized benchmark dataset with known values
for the comparison.TheUCI car dataset provides this advantage.TheUCI car dataset is a well-known benchmark dataset in the
field of machine learning and data analysis. It is frequently used for evaluating classification algorithms, including imputation
techniques, and has established performance benchmarks in the literature.Thismakes it a suitable choice for demonstrating the
effectiveness and generalizability of proposed imputation model in a broader context. There may be limitations in finding an
existing IoMT dataset with missing data for imputation purposes. In cases where specific datasets for a particular domain,
such as IoMT, are not readily available with missing values, it is common practice to use publicly accessible and relevant
benchmark datasets to showcase the performance of imputation models. This allows researchers to compare their techniques
with established methods using widely recognized data. The reference source (15) provided existing values for the UCI car
dataset, which adds credibility to the comparison. Utilizing this reference dataset ensures transparency and consistency in
the evaluation process.

The comparison of accuracy and F-measure also provides a comprehensive evaluation of the performance of each technique,
with accuracy evaluating overall correctness and F-measure evaluating the balance between precision and recall.

Table 5. Performance of MICE, SICE and proposed Composite DTERM imputation model using UCI car dataset

Algorithm Accuracy F-measure
MICE SICE DTERM MICE SICE DTERM

PMM 62.42 74.56 91.0828 23.41 29.51 84.9741
POLYREG 83.81 89.59 81.5866 72.35 76.29 89.5833
CART 89.01 93.06 97.7417 76.88 81.83 98.7078
LDA 80.92 80.92 97.7417 60.63 64.92 99.1722

For accuracy, the proposed Composite imputation model outperforms both MICE and SICE for all four classification
algorithms (15) - Predictive Mean Matching (PMM), Polynomial Regression (POLYREG), Classification and Regression Trees
(CART), LinearDiscriminant Analysis (LDA).TheComposite DTERMmodel achieves an accuracy of 91.08%, 81.58%, 97.74%,
and 97.74% for PMM, POLYREG, CART, and LDA, respectively. In contrast, MICE and SICE achieve lower accuracy values for
all algorithms.

For F-measure, the proposed model again outperforms both MICE and SICE for all four classification algorithms. The
Composite model achieves an F-measure of 84.97%, 89.58%, 98.71%, and 99.17% for PMM, POLYREG, CART, and LDA,
respectively. MICE and SICE achieve lower F-measure values for all algorithms.

The results suggest that the proposed hybrid imputation model performs better than both MICE and SICE for the UCI
car dataset in terms of accuracy and F-measure. Overall, the proposed novel Composite missing data imputation model
outperforms the traditional imputation techniques such as MICE and SICE. This Composite model achieves better accuracy,
precision, recall, and F-measure, making it a promising approach for dealing with missing data in classification tasks. These
results suggest that the proposed Composite model can be used as a reliable imputation technique to improve the performance
of classification algorithms in real-world applications.

5 Conclusion
In conclusion, this paper proposes a novel Composite DTERMmissing data imputation model for IoMT, which can effectively
handle missing data in medical devices. The proposed model consists of three phases, DS-MDI, TT-MDI, and ERM-MDPI,
which can handle MCAR, MAR, and MNAR-type missing data, respectively. The proposed model is evaluated using the
cStickIoMT dataset from Kaggle Machine Learning Repository, and the results show that it outperforms other missing data
imputation methods in terms of accuracy, precision, recall, and F-measure. The proposed model can help researchers and
practitioners to handle missing data in IoMT more effectively, and obtain reliable analysis results. Additionally, using data
from the UCI car dataset, the proposed composite DTERM model has been compared with two standard imputation models,
MICE and SICE. Based on the accuracy and F-measure for four classification algorithms- Predictive Mean Matching (PMM),
Polynomial Regression (POLYREG), Classification and Regression Trees (CART), and Linear Discriminant Analysis (LDA)-
the effectiveness of the strategies was assessed. The accuracy of the Composite DTERM model is 91.08%, 81.58%, 97.74%,
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and 97.74%, respectively, and the F-measure is 84.97%, 89.58%, 98.71%, and 99.17% for PMM, POLYREG, CART, and LDA.
This comparison demonstrates how well the model works when compared to other widely used imputation strategies in a
different setting. In future work, the proposed model can be further improved by incorporating more sophisticated techniques
for handling missing data and testing on other medical datasets to evaluate its effectiveness. Incorporating this knowledge into
the imputation model could improve its accuracy and reduce the risk of bias.
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