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This study aims to find out the relationship between explanatory
17] o] 5

power of weighting variables and dependent variable in the context

of election poll. We created a population data using previous survey
data in which we created the various weighting variables with

different level of explanatory power. From this population data, we
selected samples repeatedly which have a 10% point bias. When we
applied various weighting variables to this sample, we could get the
results which have smaller bias. But the reduction is not so big
enough for us to get accurate predictions in actual election.
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