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THDHE RFFFEFI—=1 XL H=1 L2207 VD 0 E2000) . i) IHIZ, FEIAHD R
M AT EBERLRE RIS Belia mS7eh o7, iil) %38 9°% Propensity Score
Matching #£FH123517 %, Common Support #illFINZ L2 HIEOHIEEE 23K 30% 720,
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Status) &HERDRILABET 5 2 L MG SN TS (GITEE 2005), #EFEE LT HED
B9£% (Mackenbach, et al 2003) . BEI7RIL & fEEE & DOBIfR (32 2006) 72 &, fhapEfEn
BNHDIFE, BERRENELS | EERPEH VI EIRINTWS, 22 TH, BEO
FHEE (WD) FECERE OBICADOHBEN R LD, D78, LD Logit Model
IZHEWT, BloASRERNAZFAZERE LTHNWD Z LT 5,

H

< <KFE 4.1 BAFEE (CABFE vs — ABlZFEE) > >
<<[KFE 4.2 EAFEE CAHRFEE vs BFFEE) >>

4. 2. BHEEHS

FEHPETCAEEINTEDL EZE D TRV E LD Outcome LT 5 & XFE 4.3 DL
NI ode, —ANBFENE DMLY IBIT, £ OEK CliH M CREHNICA R 2R
DD Z & DNHER I NI,

IR, WEOEBEOENEETHDHLDETFIEET S L. £9 Outcome Tik., FELE
HETEENTZ T LS LT BMHED T &6 DN RFEZERE MRS (Bl :0.053,
FEATEN £ 0.165) . BEERBRTIX, BlHED 7 EbIiL, WA FEESER] Tho72b |
ERBRDB NS DOEIGRENE WD fERB GO (e @ 0.250, 4R : 0.154),
F PRI TR, FELHFOEMEERRICLZEND D . HHEICL -
TAENTZ 7 E B IXEMEET N4 b Gl - 0.136, D : 0.057),

Bl BEINCBMRT 228 TIX, 7. BRHE L TOZRWIER TIEACB O HAFRN
ey (1934 FURETEEN) Fam < Gall : 0.098, T 0.293), HilnHEL T\ 5
T CIE, BRI (1945 FELIBRA T N) OFIENEWERNE SN G5 : 0.470,
#in 0.213),

WIZ, WBOFRELE D & B7 & bR ERR O L RPRERENEm<, KF - K
ERREEIGMEL . BPER L IR EICITAOBBRN DD Z LD, BmFERNE
WA, B ofiEaad, B b aZ o7, i E R 2 ks
DEGHNEL . T2 2 CTIIBERHEZ RN 21 UL T CTOHEL LTV, REEET
TIXHEREE LW b, HHETIC BT 5 REFEEMMEVWEE X b,

BRI, REOWFE L 725 & FHmH a0 )78 VERR) . T8k OFIE A<,
BeRB L, ey, kb, RER. Ao THEe - ¥R & TR —v 20 o
FEDEVIER &R o7z,

Propensity Score Matching HE=H723 5 4 S WL 720 HTh 5,
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<<[FE 4.3 HAKE R GEAEHE vs FlnHE) > >

5. #EET
5. 1. Propensity Score Matching ;%

EEMMICBIT 2BORIE, BHMHEICL > TAEENLE I ERZOHD T EHOMEIC
b2 % 50 e G B T T DR, /N Z3RIERS Probit oM 7g & &2 W5 Z & THEGHAS T
5, LnLans, HNEOERTERRN D 5 (R0 LEBFTINZBIT 28O RER
BN oA TiX, 2L b HFORFRUSES, FEBITHT2AFTHRENTET
2, RFPHEZLRMEL 2D (W CESRBEICOT R WERNE WV, RAZOHIRN « K
PSR R REV) LWL T v a N\, T AR L L2NAEROBBERE 2 bhb2l,
s+ 5L, £HE b Treatment #5%1F 54 #H (“Treatment Group” TG) & & 5 Tl
%523 ( “Control Group” : CG) & Tli. Treatment DA EEZEIFR72 <. Outcome [ZiEV VN
HOHARERENE N ZERBZX BN, 2FV “TG” ORENE “CG” OFHEME D
BHCEVWARET D EVI P T L T v a A TARNELTLE D,

% Z CAMETIX, Propensity Score Matching (EICINAEMDOREZRE L7 ETH, Bl
HEEZTLIHOFESL (RBTHEo7FLEH) 2, FHiHEZ LWnElof L& (MET
Bole &) X0 HRFPEFRPEND (W CTESBEEIZ DT ROHERN VD, B
N DI RRY « FEMBITIR A R E W) ZREET 5,

FREREIC L > THEZONDBEL T2 2 2T, axrBNELNRH DD, Treatment
Bt BT K AR (Average Treatment Effect on the Treated, ATT) T®H
Do

ATT =E(Y,-Y, |2=0) =E(Y, | z=1) - E(Y, | z=1) 1)

2 =113 Treatment Z51F7= = & % (REBIASHSMHHE L TV 5 BEHNCH L SEHI L T
%), 2= 012 Treatment 2737272~ 7= = & %, Y1i% Treatment 23%E L7= (Z=1)i4
® Outcome (F &6 DERFME, Mk, EHIKRE) %, Y, Treatment 23%4: L7275 >
7= (2= 0)54 0 Outcome #EEL T2,

EROXDOLIDTL “TG” @, Treatment 252 12lfDY LT TWRWEFDY DZEER

21 KH (2001) 2BV TH, Treatment CRZEMFIZAROFE) DNENTH LGS (ZiaH
I — ORI EAR, BRSO EYRROMERRAEHE & L b oG G=t L7 v a AT
ADIFEA) 1ZF1F D Treatment Effect DR & L T, Propensity Score Matching 5% T

W5,
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LCW5, AiFElE. “TG” 2 Treatment 32T 7-R;DY 72D CHIEARETH H A, 5 2 1A
? “TG” 7 Treatment %527 TR WEEDY (IR AR ARETH D, 2 HEBIRT L &
DTERVWHEZEIRT 272012, M MM E (Conditional Independence
Assumption, CIA) #3H<, Zhid, HHFFOBETiERERE (X) Z2ar be—LT5
Z & T, Treatment 3H 50 E D NIV IZKH LT THDL W) T EEZEKRLTWD,

Y,,Y, LZ|X @)

FRROFMIZL > T, FUEO X (BRI RHIHEE) 28> “TG” &, “CG” 1%,
Treatment 737 > % AZEIVIESNLTNS Z E2b, W UED X Z&omE oY % it
HZEEAREIZLTCWD, LinL, #HO X #HWIHE, 2Co X #&H17-5 2T
D~ v F U TIFBREMTIZ 2V, & Z T, Rosenbaum, Rubin(1983)i%, #H%dH 5 BIL2 v RE
B X OFRE—RILEEDL LT, vy F U I EBVGRbDE IHET,

Y,.Y, LZ|P(X) @3)

ZOFETIE, kb ESE572012, £ i E % Treatment OFHEL L Bl
DA REOMAMR) | MBOFEE, SCBOE, /NER - PR T—F R <
A TWIERE R, 2ol iR CNFgiRy) . BNy (Fefl) 7o & OB rlHe 72
2% X & L7z Logit Model O#titZ#4T-7 (P(X)=P(Z=1|X)). ZOfREEND
Treatment #3% (7 5= p (Propensity Score) ZRH %5, Zhick v, #H¥kdH 5 X OfF
W — ot S, I P BEL W (b LIEEIE> TV D) “TG” & “CG” % Matching
S, WEOY OREEIT), SHIC, ZOMEOR#BEITH LT, LERLH —2D%K
e LTHLON, LFOXTHD,

0<P(Z=1|X)<1 @)
Shid, RAUBETREAZR X 28508 1E. TG & CG O 7 b —F 1 8E PN 5

VENHDHZ LERL TS (Overlap Assumption),
Z Z TlZ Caliper Matching?2 & Kernel Matching?3% Matching D 51k & L CHW =,

22 Caliper Matching %, [F]U One-to-One matching #% C&%. Nearest-Neighbor Matching
(Treated 23T DR P NERHITWVHEER 1 (‘TG LCE") 2~y TF L/ SW5 1K) LT %/ it
72%, ZZTIE, O UOBRIESIT O DIELLTIZ, Treatment 52T DR D 72 870380 2%t G2 (A
tEwyFLTEETOL(|P =P < 8), AREOSHTTIE, § Offi% 0.01 LL T,

23 Kernel Matching i%, ##itHiE - — ABLERDHER P DTVRRER L4, ~ v F L/ SEDHERIC,
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5.2. EEHER

AREICIE, WA % % Treatment O M - L 7=, Logit Model OHEFHE R A2 £KFET 5,

5.2. 1. —ABRE

EEYUMICBNW T ABEETH TN E I NI ETLIERE AL E, UTOL D7
fEgL L 2podz (M 5), A I —TIE, (1934 FLRIA T L HRT) RBOHARDE
WEE, ~ABFEELRDIERD LR > TS, £7- (BENEREETHDL LD LN
T) FBNTERAEETHLGEIIEICARERY ., AL L9 Tt L R L <,
BRFEEROE S LEFEE OB OADBRERA TWE EEX LD, £o, RBIORER
JE A2 R ARTIE, (FF S T FEE (St - RO FRU L, BEATOREMU L)
THRIZ, WY — AR TIIEICARE &2 oTo, FHI & WY — v AR OMERE O Fr
FNZOWTITHIE Lok b8, BEIEOMBEN ASHE, SEETlbh b ko,
FERFAYIC (I L 2) HaMEs < DOFERE O ERRE (ke &
WZ EERLTWD, Fo, B EONGORIKRIC L 2B T TiEkd, 2ZTo R
BLORFE ) X, B EZIIEC L TV A5 EITBRERROBRELZ SR TV D7D, BRI
T RESLEBENEHMR CTOHD L Vot BELEZ OND, SHIT, BHEREZ TR
HEN 2D L, BEERBRIZAICAR > TWVD, BTFETH, (EIZREER R
Boni,

5.2 2. HintHEMS

WIZ, BMHEEIC L > TEINENE I NCRETIERERD L, LITFO X ) Iefi i
Ligotz (XFE5),

FT RBLOMNREAD & (1934 FLRTAE L E T, 1935~1944 FFA F i, 1945
FEFNTHLIHEIIMRENEICAER L 20, HNRIZE, BMHEL D ZE0RH

Treatment 73727 (ZZ CIIA R HEE « — ABL Tl 5 2S9) O Outcome (ZXFL T, weight 417
LTV, weight [ZLL FORD LT/ >TND,

t c
e
h
Pt _ PC
ZOG{T—O}K|: h :|

K l3x 58 50 2 e 3 5. Kernel 9%k, hi3 v Pz ZhZh R L CW5b, £72, K
i, AE/KEOHEE D7 D Bootstraping @ replication B4 % 50 Al & LT\ 5,

W =
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MINPND, S HITFRETIE, (RPERELNT) KR - RFERADREDNAICAHER L
7Y EFHRORS kEﬁ%Hﬂ%E@E\@EE%# ZCbHEgR ST,

< <[¥F 5 Logit Selection #EzF#k 5 > >

5. 2. 3. Treatment &

FT. —ABRETHESLIENFLELDORRIZHGRADEEICONVWTELE L,
Propensity Score Matching {412 & 2 #EE G S IX R 6 ICRF LT,

T E b DOEMAREIT G LT, “TG” (—ABFE=H L DFERIRERDH V)L “CG" (ZAHB
FRE=H & OBEFERIRRER 72 L) ORIZIL, filE O DR PLEEMEMRNE VI FERPE LN
Too FATHRERIERIC, —ABITHETHILD Z & T, ZOHDOERFEEITT L TRDEEN
flEad STz, FEEEOHEFHE % # 5 & Caliper Matching @ —5.1%. Kernel Matching ® —
5.6% & b~ Matching % Jii < 72\ 54 (Unmatched) ® Treatment Effect (3 —8.7% & ik
HGt A T ANH D Z LR INT, T PFEEICH L CHLADORENKHMICER

\ZHERR S 7= (Caliper:i+0.43 4F, Kernel:+0.49 4=, Unmatched : +0.88 &%),

WIZ, Pk e U CIEERBERICEES . & D WITBERBRN 2\ &V ) fESRICxHT 5 2053
ERDE TG OFREWIHEETIED - 723 ([FEEHE M+t £/ 72 L] Caliper:+2.0%.
Kernel:+2.8%., Unmatched : +4.5%), Treatment Effect (Z#FHIICABREREZHED =
W TELRoT,

(CERRY < B ETRREZICB VT, “TG” 053 m W EfE(Caliperi+0.31 AL,
Kernel:+0.39 /i, Unmatched : +0.30 ;) TH - 7223, [FERICHFHOICEERMRESD 2
EMTE e olz, Fio, BTFEETIE, TG OFBHFHIICAEREICELS 2o TR, A
BOFEL DK « KSR ~O B EBIEET 5 2 LA TX 72 (Caliper+0.55 A,
Kernel:+0.58 i, Unmatched : +0.50 ),

BLET, —ABOB ETEDZ DT ELDORE., BEESCH IR - RIS RIZR LT,
BADONRZE > TND I ERFER SN, BEICOWTUIFFHIICHERERN GO
o le, WAOFATHIZE CIIMR I NI, BFHIMICEK T 5 F L DRE~DER A 25
BN HIRE - KSR ORI E EFE o B E LTI, ATl Tn5— A8
RRERDFERNNCIRE SN TWND Z ENEZLND, FERIDOEE, K INICERIT MR
EDORBEE - &0 Z TS 2 & T, AENRESND, TR LT, BEEHE O
B BEEORYVROEZ L TWDHRF (RF) AL 34% 1w E§ (4558 [Pk 15
R E R AT A SR RS ) L BN X DR (F) ﬁ%/\@ﬁ‘?ﬁ%%@ Ea))
AR DEVWZD, AL ABFEETH->TH I I LIZEWICEY, ERPA 2T
bOLhol B BND,
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WIZ, BEHETHEENTZZ ERFELDRERICE X DHBEIZHONWTELE LT, £7,
FHECOWTHD &, RFPAERR, B F8E 612, Treatment Effect 23R E R
BEZTWHZ RSN ([ KF2£3%] : Caliper: —4.8% . Kernel: —4.2%
Unmatched : —11.2%. [#t54F%] : Caliper:—0.50 4, Kernel: —0.50 4%, Unmatched :
—0.88 ),

RSN DFE L DR E(Outcome)lZ DWW Tix, LFDEY &725TWa, 7, FIHEN
FFEHEN L 2 5MFIZONVTIEL “TG” DA BEWRE RN O (Caliper:+5.6% .
Kernel:+7.1%. Unmatched : +9.6%), #isHPEIZ K-> TEENTFEBIE, £ 5 TR
T EH LA RS S— R e TN, N TEDOH BT Y —F—L LTIV TWDHE L2
DR FHXAINT) MW E WO RERNIG LTz, Flx, BSE CFREE - BfEn & sk
FIRMBAEE - T2 E LT, HHEICL > TAEENEFEbice LTE, fERRS 22
LRI EN T8 Ll T - I CARTH D L WO ERB G LN, ZD—
OO ELTEZLND DX, FUHSRFERNTH-ThH, BE LTEENZD
LIZE D BOBENANMES . MRS RBERE T A RN ENEADN
%, FTERBRELIZONTEH AD Treatment Effect 28%H 5 Z & 23R S 4172 (Caliper:
—5.13 # H. Kernel:—5.90 # H. Unmatched: —4.95 #» H),

Mz<T, +ELAHZOBEMPERRICONWTAHD &, HitBICAERIED Treatment
Effect 285 5 Z & 3R S 47z (Caliper: —5.52% . Kernel:—6.21% ., Unmatched: —
7.90%), T, HHETREENIZFEBIX, RARICZOFEb S bEIHET S
AR ENZ L EZRLTVD,

< <[XF 6 Propensity Score Matching #FtfER &
Sensitivity Analysis # &5 > >

Z Z ¥ T, Propensity Score Matching #£5 Difi R 4 7~ L7223 KIZ, V72 Propensity
Score Matching HEFHIZI W T, HERHRFIZE DAL TOW ARG DS EAL L TV D E 9 DD RRRE
Z1T> T <,

2T, OB AR (X)) 2artr—Ad52 LT (X OfF#HEZ T
{EL72). AIZXF LT Treatment 23 57> & 5 7k, Outcome (2% L THMIZTH D &
Yz lkEfESnTWE (F(X]Z,p(X))=T(X]|p(X)).

Rosenbaum, Rubin (1985) Ti%. Matching {fEZIC LV, EFDOEE, TG, CG &/ /L—
TDO X OFEED A T ABREFEE I TN DT DONWT, 7 — T ONFED A
7 A (Standardized Difference) %L FORXZE M, NA T 2AEZHEFH L T 5,
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X, - X,
JVar; (X) +Varg (X)]/2

Bias(X) =100*

X\ X ldEnZh TG, CG X O FHfiz, Var, (X). Var, (X)ixzh2h TG,
CG D X O4y# %R L Tu5, Rosenbaum, Rubin (1985) TiX. Standardized Difference
D20 2z HEEDENKE (Large) & IiL, L7 NAV—TRO X OFEfEnHH & L
TwWb,

AFaTHEERIZ, A T AZFHE L, Matching DRk CA T ADOEEIHD E, =T
DEHIZENT, 10%LFLigoTnD I Enbrd (MK,

Matching ERNINZ A5 & Kernel Matching O 52334 7 A0 LT 5,

Rosenbaum, Rubin (1985) 72 58, DiPrete, Gangl (2004). Caliendo, Hujer, Thomsen
(2005) DOFFIR (L0%RTEAT AL 5 7)) ITHE2IE, WH D X OFHEHIEE L, +431
NATAPNEL g TWNDHENVRD,

<<X#F 7 Standardized Bias> >

S 51T, Overlap Assumption [IZ2W T L TEN2 TE e bRV, 2SN TRD
72 REE S 1A E LClE, TG, CG i 7 /L— 7 ® Propensity Score D% /547 % X7~ Lk
BT 2 HETHD, TOMBEXNE 1, 82, 831Im L, AMOKN TG & ZERIOMA
CG DEENMZRLTHD, 2 OOMMSGEH, HAOKI G, CG TIXAAMMALEITHE
KN > TWD Z bbb, LrL, EOREOIKR THIX, Common Support 73
T TH D OPHETIEZR,

<<[X# 8.1 Common Support (— ANBFEE) >>
<<[¥# 8.2 Common Support (F:{FkE) >>
<<[¥X# 8.3 Common Support (H#itiFE) >>

K3 D UNDORREEEE L TET N5 DA, “Minima-Maxima Comparison” 74T
5 (Caliendo, Hujer, Thomsen 2005), Z Z TiL. —J7® Propensity Score 75D
Propensity Score Df/IME LV &/ WEBIHIE, #IZ—75D Propensity Score M5 D
Propensity Score fx KM X U & K& WEHNMEIXBRET 5 2 & T, Common Support % &
L. ENL WEOBIIELE D R T 2 HETH L, FHTRTE, —ABFEES LV
— 7™ Propensity Score ®[X[#A3[0.00674, 0.38588]. FEHnH pE 7 /L — 7D Propensity
Score D X[#743[0.00098, 0.33427] T&H 554, Minima-Maxima #&%E(Z XY, Common
Support 1%[0.00674, 0.33427]1& 720 . Z @ Common Support P 2 BIHNE D% 7 5
&L 2,269 (HIBAD &HA~T, 2,119 (HIEE) LHIBERIT 6.61% /SN bDTHHT
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(HMFE91ZH), b L, ZOHEBENRKE WS, Hi Sz Treatment Effect D4
ITEE ZH DT L7 572y (Bryson, Dorsett, Purdon 2002),

<<¥#* 9.1 Common Support #l#IiZk 5
BHMEOHIER (T ABFERE vs — ABIFE) >>
<<¥F* 9.2 Common Support Hl#IiZ k5
BUNEOHIRER (ZAHRERE vs REFFERE) > >
<<% 9.3 Common Support #l#IiZk 5
BB ORI G lm e vs FEA IR HIPE) > >

5. 3. Hidden Bias

L7>L7273 5, Propensity Score Matching 15 TR & 5 CIA I3IEF TRV ME TH
D, X&#Zzar hba—/LLTHM, Treatment OF MBI AIRE/R TR L OB K 5 E
L7y a N AT ARDD LRI TS (Heckman, Ichimura, Todd 1997), Z9 L
TR OSITIC b H TTE > TV D,

BHPS % Vv 7=, Behrman et al.(1994). Rosenzweig, Wolpin(1995). Ermisch ,
Francesconi(2001). Ermisch , et al.(2004)73 & DIATHFFETIL, & £ 57200V A HHEO
MBEHEERNT, 2P VWHOESEZ LD LT, DD 0XZORBIRA OB
Al HE 72 2258 (Outcome & Treatment W5 ICH#EE T 58 HK)% =2 b e —/L L, Linear
Probability Model (Z & B /X% HEGH 21T > TV D, L LB L AR THWTWS JPSC
TiE, AERREOE L5V AE, FEFREBEL TV E X HRVOER, BEOAEE
TIHR CTZ 208, HENREARNEFE L L 21T, FRESEEINBE O S IR G2 Ei1Xbh
SR, ZDXR IR EAITI T ENTERVRIZIRANRH 5,

% 2T, KX TlE, Rosenbaum’s Bounds(Rosenbaum 2002)% H % Z & ¢, #BLHIAR
FREZR EE DN < #EGH XA 7 A(Hidden Bias)?' Treatment Effect |Z5-x 5 82|25 T
BRETHZ L& L (Hidden Bias & BEARRYZRHEFH HIEIZOWTIL, filiim 2 2SIz
VN,

TILZ 2 TH X455 Hidden Bias &i3i7y, B bNLbD L LTIE, HRXRHZLDE
RYR—=IREBEZOND., FEBPIDINTHREFE - TELT<NnD 2 LT, /8
WEEFREL 720, HHRNAREINT 22T, FEL~DOHEREENHEKTHZ LN
BEZoD, FNLSTH, EBind LT, HERECORE LOMBER ENRBZ 2 6D,
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5. 4 HFHER

TIEKIZ Matching Propensity Score 7512 KX AHEFH DB TRER BERIC L L 82~
(F7=%5% . Treatment Effect OF R CTE 2D, BARBIZ W 5 722 6 T (BURIR AT6E
@Ef@%’i{s?ﬁ TG & CG @ Treatment Covariate D4 v XL D FEIZH- 2 A EE)Y DO 2 HE
BIERBHLED LWETRELZITTH, Treatment Effect 236FHHIICHE TH 50>
[ZOWTHGEET D, ZZTHEELRTUIRERVWOIE, T ORFAIEEEZE 56
Treatment Effect 2872< 722 &5 D TiE7e <, Z 2 TlddH < £ T Treatment Effect DfF
FXHANIZ 07 EWOEREEND T AL TS, 7272 L, U\ Treatment Effect
THHLEIR, FHEEMEIC0AEER2WVE SN TVWS (DiPrete, Gangl 2004), H< £ T
HREEE M BHE DI D FRAERE $ X [Worst-Case Scenario] & 725> T % (Rosenbaum
2002), RFERERITHE 6 D 4, 5. 8, 9, 12, 13FNIRIN TN D,

FI — ABEEO R TFIEOUFE A FNT T 5 2 (Treatment Effect)!3, ['=1(Hidden
Bias (2 X 2 &N 20 A— T =1, exp(y)=1)TliX, Treatment Effect OJF M ILHER X
NHZEDBHERINTND, EHIZT (exply)d GEHIK 10%0) R AEHEMIX 1.25~1.30

(Kernel) 24720 A7e< &b T3 1.25 L7020 F THBIIIAAREZRZERICE Y, “TG” &

“CG” @ Treatment #5217 54 v X [T ~T ] A T0'=1.25 2B < £ TlF). Treatment
Effect 738 5 & sl S V7o, IRICHE W HIPE DR FEIEIZ X T~ D 8% b b | i SR AEVEME 1T
IHIZKREL Y (1.50~1.55), Hidden Bias 23& W K& < T%, Treatment Effect (377
TELDDT 5 Z &M Ess Sz,

£, ~ ANBEEOBRFFEA~OFETIE, AILEE72Y 1.40~1.45 (Caliper), 1.60
~1.65 (Kernel), #iinHpEE DL FHFEEA~DFETIL, 1.55~1.60 (Caliper), 1.50~1.55

(Kernel) &MWL H, KFEAEFELD G Hidden Bias I LD EELZITIC WER E 2o
7o

R FIEDOF RN « KEFIESR RE~DORETIX, 1.10~1.15 (Caliper) 26, 1.25~1.30

(Kernel) &BUHIANATREZ2 BE38 7% Treatment Gl HHIE THEENTZ2E 9 72) D Selection
B E2 b= %2, TG £ CG @ Treatment DA > XL T 3K 1.10 (1.20) £TERAH
& | Treatment Effect 73% % Z & BRI 7z, ZORERN B, (Treatment Effect 23%t7f

24 3D Euuﬁﬁﬁfﬁ I Treatment Effect O/ MEEN 2NV EEZRELTWDHZ &b, 1.25
XV KRE L o284 13, Hidden Bias |2 L ¥, Negative Selection 23ME) %, — ABIFE /2 H1H
23 & 5 i T EJ’D%& BITRFZA~DELHERPENSA T AREHL Z L 2R LTV D,

25 JOFAREREER L RARIS, @AMEEDR VW L EIRE L TV,

26 | Fo oD il S IR EAE 1 Treatment Effect DB KHEEN RNV EEZELTWNWDZ &b,
Hidden Bias |2 X % Positive Selection (%, F{HHTE 7=+ EHITE, IR - FEHHIETR
NDRELBRDMBERHDHZ LERLTVD,
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A E & 72> T D) LD Outcome & b_ T, Hidden Bias 7% Treatment Effect (2 K&
CEEBINTWLZ ERHEHIND, 2FE0 ., BHAATEERERIZ LD Treatment
Assignment(FF T FETEHE DN E I D)~OEELZZET L L, B TRENERNEICE X
DRBIIR AL 2D,

BRI, B EEDOF &b B S OFlHPEIC T 28 Tk, T oRAEEEITEE
iU 1.60~1.65 (Caliper), 1.70~1.75 (Kernel) & 720 . EGSRILUEMD D | b HE O
@ QOutcome & T, Treatment Effect |2 Hidden Bias 23822 X 2 < W2 ERHERI S

%, Z ORI Treatment Effect, = L CHEEHPEN ZILLIAL D Outcome (2 5-2

L GERRTIE, Uk~ OADRE) ZHEx DL, BRHELWIITAIZ, EEn
T EHDOEAKZED Outcome (FIE - gh3E) ITK L TADEELHEZTEBY, »OEDOTFLE
b HE A ET MM FHIZ) @2 &b, ADREOEEN K Z L 1n5
2 HiLd,

6. m&RIC

AR TIE, EEHMICK T 28 017E) - FEERE CHlHE, —ABEE) L1860
R GERCERE, Ik, EEFREE. b B ORIHIE) L OMOBERIZOWVWTELEL
T&7-, #EHTH 2> TiE. Propensity Score Matching #5217\, % L T Hidden Bias

DRBEEBRE LT BE g 21T 1=,

HEEHERIC I L, BiRHPETEENTHE ., ZO%RO 1L OERFRENMELS 72D,

Eeisar %@?ﬂﬂﬁ%##ﬁiﬁ)ﬁﬁﬁf‘&éﬁ&%k b OFE - BRI L CTROEER,
LI A b EIHEST DM NE < 2272 EORRNG LT, FrITERHE~D
#2313, Hidden Bias 12 £ 220508 (FHXTAYIZ) REWGAIZRE W T HBEETH > 72, £z,
— NBFETE > 12561, R FREMELS 2 2MEm s, BFHEETHE72HaIEL. 8
b DRENEDFRR) « KR RENRE 0D 2 BRI,

FHRHPED T &b OFE < E~DADKE, 1 b OERHES~DIEDKELZRE L
Tt GRHE L WO ITRIE, AFENTZTE B DO AKD Outcome (FFFE - gE3E) (2xf
LTRADEEZHZ TBY, o206 Y b ERHET 2Mm2 FEHIIC) mun
e, ADOREOEENK ZENEZ LD,

Z Z T, Sensitivity Analysis z > B R ATREZ2 231 L 5 Treatment Assignment

DB ZE L, Eﬁ“ﬂjﬁféiﬂh%k Hid, EERICERHETEENTLZ LD
53, be b ERFITEFE LW, WlkE LTIEERER 705, BERBREZEICWVE
238 % (& 50;2&) ExRELGIWT S, HlnHPEIXZ L Z D Outcome 1TxF L THZE
ERo TS Z ERER SN,

F2FEERIC, B ATREZ2 B3R IZ L D Treatment ~DELEE L, — ABIFEECL L D

20



FERREER D V) TH -T2 N, ERIC—ABFETEONLE I NCrnbbT, bbb LiE
FCEIRR S  < ZRVMEI A do 2 (& WV O RE) Z & 2 ZE LGV T h | AP R LA D
DNHHTENHERTET,

MOFTATHIZEL 72D . — ANBFETHEDO I LB LDHEDOF L L DIERIZE X2 250K 0
HREICHERR CEX R o 7B L LT, BlOBEI 2 BB TE R o2 LN EABND, FE
BOGEIT. RREDZARRLBPEDGR ENFAET 203, BENOLE, 7 L bREHEHE

LbEBFEEOITDHLNI DI TN, [/ L— )\%ﬁ%ff&)OT%*BxTE’J IZINE5 LT
WD HREMEDS @, O RUE, BEINCET M E GO D T — 22k FHE 2R
720,

BfE, HAREREICBT 2 — LT LE LT, “ABFE (GLT0FEL) B3E
ZHITWD, ZAUTHAT, HlnHE L KES— ABREEOHIA T/ N TIEH 56 O
D, ZOPITLTELTLFELTEH~DRBETRE N, LU THRETAEMETEIR, 2
D LIEHKESDYR— M2 EL T2 EREEL LD,

AR TR D Z LN TE o oy ITH BREF 055 Clid, Cunha . Heckman
% (Cunha, Heckman, 2007a; Cunha, Heckman, 2007b; Heckman, 2007) 73, Treatment
Effect D#EFFTld7e < | Recursive Model # 723 I 2 L—2 3 LK 59 &21T-> T
Do TI TR, MBAC L 2R ZHE A, FELOREBRICEWT, EM%SE
(CHIERBE R DD Z LA RLTNDB, LInLARRL, _h6%ﬁ%ﬁot = RIPAS S
NT—4 T“?X?)é@%ktﬁ 59, FEBTBLORBIMEEN ZFHIT 272012 1Q HIE (iﬁb\ Lix#Z
D) . FHBH FHD 7D DLEET A MR EEMEE 2KV AT KLENH D, BUE,
Elzfiu%b\f??ibhfb‘5/\/T/1/ﬁ)ﬁ§/£ﬁxf“ COEEFE, UANL ML RTEE. (BT, TS
R SHRIROVHEE B AR STV D2, FIEZIFERONFRE (HHEE HoH0
X DOEREE) Lo TEBY, ZOFELTBHICEATIHELWERESL Z ENEE LV,

HL, HElblzrlbilb—HEEIEIMEHEA LT EEONLRBIE. ERLOy
I rRE & 72 5, 2001 AR A L7 T E b BV AR At G & LT 30 L, THA
IRHEwTIA L (2AT7@E) ZiEH L, FEboEZEHEA G - IERFEN 2t T 2
HE) 20722 T LW orEREEN TS 2 Lo IcBbi s,

21 BHEBREZITI-IEN N — AR FEITEED 66.8%IZDI1F% (TR 15 455 42 [F R4
EE R EIR 1T-3)—1 BHFEHDXZ ﬁ%ﬁ)

28 [(IQ Score I 10 ikfij#E TEET D720, RHBIREI A _EDT- O DEE X LLLEHIIAT o 72
TR, HAHWK, FEMICIE, B, ﬁ%ﬂﬁa Bl 7 8 7e EOIERIMIEE I D LD =
DOBEENRNROTHAR LY, RERIIC L > THRMIARBEOEN b X LT
B) MY, FORHMOBIIZS CBHBTOLENEZH D E L TWD,

21



R 1 RFEOHEFDHE

HEDOFINHILL T DY TH D,

O TARBaFE] © MERBSEMSIEE i &K R EFEE] RO, BFEH O THFHE
) ZUBIAT S (ST '), @QFFR OEEFEEER " 2205 & MAES " s
T2, ZHUCKY ., HESE B HFEmE] DHET D,

CIETH T E 2> TnD, RICEROHE TH DN, @B (BH) DOFERmAR
PThrHE. ETRB (B OHAFEFmILFHEL, OB (KB OHAEFL
AT L THASE ] © M) AT, BE (8 oHAFE»551< (BL). R
HO(REB) OHAEFEZHEGT D,

M, 52 IR KD -0, FAEN TR SN2, [EIRER) WS THERZE] 8D
DHIRWEES (B0 1914~1920 4 F 1 [18 A, %4 : 1919~1925 4 Fn [42 AD
(X, kAT - MR O EEZE) OTFHE (4m) ZHVi,

LIFomald, HAESERZHRT L2 LTS R, 1) FEMFEER R T, WAL
(L TV HE, i) BECCE (REED MR L. 2oRE8 (SO8) D4Rl Bl
Thorma, i) W bIFERPERZ (W e bRE) 2L,

#H3/ 2 Hidden Bias A HEFEICH5 2 552 Z(ZDUVT

Z 9 L7 Hidden Bias DR 4 EET HH#HEFH L2 LT THIT T % Rosenbaum
Bounds Approach T& %, Z Z TlZ Rosenbaum(2002). DiPrete, Gangl(2004). Becker,
Caliendo(2007ZHS ZFH 21T 9,

LUF T, X, % Treatment #521F 572 & 9 MBS LKA BIL R 2 8. u, 28l
BARAEERERET D (P(Z, =1 x,,u,) = F(BX + ). F=Logit B%k), *7-. Hik<
E5 JLKOXT(EHFIXBFACTHD, X=X i=],K2)0H2D LV I REZFENT
W5, AL Treatment 252 DiEROA v X, ThZn P /1-P). BR/1-R) &7
0. Ay ZHIFUTO X 51272 %,

P/1-P, _P(L-R) _exp(fx +m))
R/1-P R~ P)  exp(Bx, + )

3

29 ZHUE x B hE— LT ATET, MEEZTIIvyTF T TELIEEZILTNA,

22



i & JEBICHE UHIZEH X ZHOTHF LTV D 20 X 2L LLFO L HIZRET
&5,

exp(px; + ;)
m =exp {(7 (u; - )} )

gkt ge L 7e o Tnd j & KD Treatment #5210 57508 5 DA XLLDE WL y &l
FEOUDEFIZE->TREND Z L LD, WEDOUITEVD 2T HE(W,; —u, =0), %
7z U, 23 Treatment OF VIRV ICHBEAL H 2 20O ThiUI(y =0) 4> XL 1 L7220 |
Hidden Bias I3fF/E LRV & L0 5,

PUF CIURE ST ClI y DA Zb ¥ 5 Z & T, Treatment Effect 1 & D &L 9 I2& 1k
THMERIELTWD, = 2 CIRET 270285013 {0, 1} o&FHMICNE 2 % I —%
BThdEMEL (Aakvik 2001), X7 &£ 725 T 5 | & Kk 28 Treatment %5 1F 54 > X
WXL F D X 512 Bounding &1 CW5 Z £ 9% (Rosenbaum 2002)

is P,1-PR) <
r RQL-P)
where I'=e"30 '>1, u=01

(5)

e’ =1L X721 mE("TG” &£ “CG”)IX[F U Treatment %52 1F =R % H DM, e’ =2
Thod L L, MEIL Treatment #5217 54 O EN 2L 72> TS (—HBMbF
(2T 2 £% Treatment 252797V, £ 9 L72EWK T, €713 Hidden Bias 2372V VIRAE
WHEDL BWVEENL TV D N ERTIRIELE 725 T 5,

Treatment Effect {Z%}9 % Hidden Bias Zf7E3 % 7212, Outcome 73N E#AEEE TH 5
%6 1% Wilcoxon’s Signed Rank Test (7 4 /v v ‘/@N%MEMT@E) . EEETH
538 1% Mantel, Haenszel Non-Parametric Test 2352 ST 2381 (RiiE O IR G
TG. CG @ 2 FEfE] D Outcome (22T & | #%AE OIRE(GELEL, TG @ Outcome 75 1
ThH AL CGHD Outcome 28 1 THDHANHNBF L TH D, 2F Y WI7 & b Treatment
Effect 372 & 72 5.),

F£ 7 Outcome HVHEFEAT (B : BHIRH - FEAPEY TR R L) T 5 FHIZ OV TRT 5,
Wilcoxon’s signed rank test, Mcnemar's test 72 & sign-score test(5 = BN E) DL F

30 ZZ T, Treatment SNA0E I D HFERZ Logit form THL TWA0HIZe" e T,
31 STATA Tl A& 1% rbounds, #% %1 mhbounds THEE T 52N TED,

23



e
S
Tl
+
i
RF

NN
I
Nt

T=tz,n=>.d>Y" cZ, 6)

ST SHOSRTRBY (s=1--,S), ABAICIISTOR S B 2 ThB LTS,
EHIZMNERT O H D Outcome %, d L5527 s D Outcome @?ﬁ%?ﬂﬁﬂﬁqrﬂ - I’52|)
DN, Z 13T DREB DA TG NeRT<7 M Thb, £y, CZ, .,
TG OEDOAEHER LTS, LT, ClIRLITFD X ) ICER SN % (Rosenbaum 2002:
114 )32,

c,=1c,=0if ry>r,
c,=0c,=11if ry<r, (7)
c,=0,¢,=0if ry=r,

AT 13d, OBFFE > TV DM, KT s TiE p, PR T 1IZZDEE, ., 1- p,
DfEFETA L0 & o T D,

_ Caexp(gy) +C, exp(s, ) ®
exp(ny ) +exp(n;, )

S

H L., Hidden Bias 232 WiGE. FatET TR0 EHEE%E L 72 572, Hidden Bias
NHFEETIHIHAE. UBKMTH7-ODICKHET OFEEEICEZ2FE-E TS
(T-<T<T"),

82 Z 13, SEWICWD, A2 treatment 22T 7235 65% 1, X 7R0-7c55% 0 L3048 %T
0%,

le
Z12 I r-1 ]
Z=\2,, r=|r,
ZZ,l :
: s |
_Zs,ns_

24



0 if Cy,=C,=0
p, =4 T : (9)
1

1 : (10)
— if Cy # Cq,y
1+T

where P, < p, <p;
T, THEUTFOX D ICHHISRD D Z LN TE D,
+ S +
E(T )225:1d5p5 E(T ) 251 5 (11)

Var(T ) Z 1ds ps (1_ p+) Var(T ) Z 1ds ps (1_ pi) (12)

ZL T, Sbicl2&bsEr56. UTOL ) ICHEHEEFHET 2

T —ET*)/NVar(T*)  (T—ET "))/ Var(T) (13)

B D 2 SOfl Treatment Effect 23720 & U 5 IF AR EL O FHADIR E DOE fEEEHED
BA/RLTEY ., WEMICIERDAMAIZHEY ., HFORELTFENERHN I N THD T,
Treatment Effect D TELENFERR X415,

RIZ, Outcome 73 “fEZ K (FAHE, FERCFHE, WL T 2 FBIIZHOVW TR %3817,
Z Z THv % Mantel, Haenszel Non-Parametric Test Tid, “TG” X HREDOH Tr=1Th
LEPMEOE . r=1Th2BIMEOHFHE (Z X Treatment Effect 237202 & &5
ELTWD) LZ&EST 5 Z & T, Outcome (2% L T Treatment Effect 23 2 O RGE L
TWa, mg, n,—miZzhznsEh(s=1..,S)Icn5d “TG” DL “CG” %% (n,
ESERICW D GREH) . . N, —CIEZENZENSENIZKIT L r=1Th 5BLAIED
B, r=0ThHBMEOKET S (D¢ =C,), SHLITSENICHITS “TG TH
Sr=1%A (max(0,m, +c,, —n,) < A<min(m,cC,,)) THDET 5,
BOEM R Quu ITHEEER D MIIBU L TEY, BLTFTO LI >Tn D,

33 Qutcome N UL DY G (NXOHFHET Tl rg=Cc4.d, =1, 2> Z.ni L%,

25



s

~05 T-Y p;|-05
QI\tIH = Qi = ‘ Z

W2 pa-p) T T ea-n)

in Csi - Zi Csi B .
1—‘zicsi + N _Zicsi P zicsi -I-F(nS _zicsi) » P =P= s

T3 “TG” OFTr=1THLBUEDOKZIEL TWD, [(=€") 38T 25507,
Bounds 23573 % D1, Hidden Bias 235 £ 4L TV D RUE R H & O N FEMEZ K L T 5,
Qun /&, Treatment Effect 28K 2 LT D0 E 9 )220 T, Qpy 13 Treatment
Effect 23/ N2 G A LTV D 89 I HONWTHELEL TV D,

(14)

where p; =

26



SE XM

RHAFESE, 2001, RIFEFRFT 2N PRI O T BRI G 2 55228 [ AT BN EMERED, 497,
22-32,

ZHEAE, 1997, [F v o A F—FE —#REEe&AE—) [HARENEMERE], 449, 2-12.

TR, 2005, TEEERSEMES  —(2nD LR AT 0—], EFER.

st « SMS: (2007) TN OHACFEE O FRENTE ) [ BT @ 7EMERE], 75-83.

EERARE, 2006, THHGEREE &R, I BN « DRBEE « AR [t Sl —
607 Fn—F—), FRAHRS, 81-101.

Aakvik, Arild, 2001, " Bounding a matching estimator: the case of a Norwegian training
program," Oxford Bulletin of Economics and Statistics, 63: 115-142.

Angrist, Joshua; Victor, Lavy, 1996, "The Effect of Teen Childbearing and Single
Parenthood on Childhood Disabilities and Progress in School," NBER Working
Paper, No.5807, October.

Atkinson, Anthony, B.; A.K. Maynard; C.G. Trinder, 1983, Parents and Children -
Incomes in Two Generations, London: Heinemann.

Becker, Sascha; Marco, Caliendo, 2007, ““Sensitivity Analysis for Average Treatment
Effects,” The Stata Journal, 7: 71-83.

Behrman, Jere; Paul, Taubman, 1985, “Intergenerational Earnings Mobility in the
United States : Some Estimates and a Test of Backer's Intergenerational
Endowments Model," Review of Economics and Statistics, 67: 141-151.

Behrman, Jere; Paul, Taubman, 1990, "The Intergenerational Correlation between
Children's Adult Earnings and Their Parents' Income : Results from the
Michigan Panel Survey of Income Dynamics," Review of Income and wealth,
36(2): 115-127.

Behrman, Jere; Mark, Rosenzweig; Paul, Taubman, 1994, “Endowments and the
Allocation of Schooling in the Family and in the Marriage Market: The Twins
Experiment,” Journal of Political Economy, 6: 1131-1174.

Bryson, Alex; Richard, Dorsett; Susan, Purdon, 2002, ““The Use of Propensity Score
Matching in the Evaluation of Active Labour Market Policies,” Department for
Work and Pensions Working Paper No.4.

Caliendo, Marco; Reinhard, Hujer; Stephan, Thomsen, 2005, “"The Employment Effects
of Job Creation Schemes in Germany : Microeconometric Evaluation,” IZA
Discussion Paper Series, No.1512.

Cherlin, Andrew J.; Kathleen E. Kiernan; P. Lindsay Chase-Lansdale, 1995, " Parental
Divorce in Childhood and Demographic Outcomes in Young Adulthood,"

27



Demography, 32(3): 299-318.

Cunha , Flavio; James, Heckman, 2007a, ~"The Evolution of Inequality, Heterogeneity
and Uncertainty in Labor Earnings in the U.S. Economy,” NBER Working
Papers, 13526.

Cunha , Flavio; James, Heckman, 2007b, ““The Technology of Skill Formation,"
American Economic Review, 97(2): 31-47.

DiPrete, Thomas; Markus, Gangel, 2004, “*Assessing Bias in the Estimation of Causal
Effects : Rosenbaum Bounds on Matching Estimators and Instrimental
Variables Estimation with Imperfect Instruments," Sociological Methodology,
34: 271-310.

Ermisch, John, 2003, An Fconomic Analysis of the Family, Princeston University

Press.

Ermisch, John; Marco, Francesconi, 2001, “‘Family Structure and Children's
Achievements," Journal of Population FEconomics, 14: 249-270.

Ermisch John; Marco, Francesconi, David, Pevalin, 2004 “"Childhood Parental
Behaviour and Young People’s Outcome," Journal of the Royal Statistical
Society, Series A, 167: 69-101.

Fronstin, Paul; David, Greenberg; Philip, Robins, 2001, “"Parental Disruption and the
Labour Market Performance of Children When They Reach Adulthood,”
Journal of Population Economics, 14: 137-172.

Goldberg, P. David, 1972, The Detection of Psychiatric Illness by Questionnaire.

London: Oxford University Press.

Heckman, James, Hidehiko Ichimura, Petra, Todd, 1997, "Matching as an Econometric
Evaluation Estimator: Evidence from Evaluating a Job Training Programme,”
The Review of Economic Studies, 64: 605-654.

Heckman, James, 2007. "The Economics, Technology and Neuroscience of Human
Capability Formation,"” NBER Working Papers 13195, National Bureau of
Economic Research, Inc.

Hetherington, Mavis; Martha Cox; Roger, Cox, 1978, "The Aftermath of Divorce," in
edited by Joseph H. Stevens and Marilyn Mathews, Mother-Child, Father-Child
FRelations, 148-176, Washington, DC: National Association for the Education of
Young Children Press.

Manski, Charles; Gary, Sandefur; Sara, McLanahan; DanielPowers, 1992, *"Alternative
of the Effect of Family Structure During Adolescence on High School
Gradiation”, Journal of the American Statistical Association, 87: 25-37.

Mackenbach, Johan; Vivian, Bos; Otto, Andersen; Mario, Cardano; Giuseppe, Costa;

28



Seeromanie, Harding; Alison, Reid; Orjan, Hemstrom; Tapani, Valkonen; Anton,
Kunst, 2003, "Widening Socioeconomic Inequalities in Mortality in Six Western
European Countries", International Journal of Epidemiology, 32:830-837.

Moore, Kristin; David, Myers; Doma, Morrison; Christine, Nord; Brett, Brown; Barry
Edmonston, 1993, “Age at First Childbirth and Later poverty,” Journal of
Research on Adolescence, 3: 393-422.

Mulligan, Casey, 1997, Parental Priorities and Economic Inequality, Chicago: The
University of Chicago Press.

Rosenbaum, Paul; Donald, Rubin, 1983, “"The Central Role of the Propensity Score in
Observational Studies for Causal Effects," Biometrika. 70: 41-55.

Rosenbaum, Paul; Donald, Rubin, 1985, “"Constructing a Control Group Using
Multivariate Matched Sampling Methods That Incorporate the Propensity
Score, ” The American Statistician, 39: 33-38.

Rosenbaum, Paul, 2002, Observational Studies, 2nd.ed., New York: Springer-

Verlag.

Rosenzweig, Mark, Kenneth, Wolpin, 1995, **Sisters, Siblings, and Mothers: The Effect
of Teen-Age Childbearing on Birth Outcomes in a Dynamic Family Context,”
Econometrica, 63: 303-326.

Solon, Gary, 1992, “Intergenerational Income Mobility in the United States,” American
Economic Review, 82: 393-408.

Zimmerman, Davis, 1992, “Regression Toward Mediocrity in Economic Stature, ”

American Economce Review, 82: 409-429.

29



<HFE 1 i & — NBSBE & OFRILA L >

— it R AT R it Ay it
19974E 657751 2295 4225 H 0.348 0.642
20024F 589345 21245H  39045H 0.360 0.661

25 BEFBE TR EFE2ESFHEFHRERRERS

<KE 2 HAAROHEHERIHAEIS >

B %
BoER | 19708 19755 19804F 19854  19904F 19954  20004F 20044
15~195% 1.0 0.8 0.9 1.2 1.4 1.4 1.7 1.7
20~247% 26.5 25.2 18.8 17.3 15.7 16.3 13.6 12.3
25~297% 49.2 53.4 51.4 47.7 45.1 41.5 39.5 33.3
30~347% 18.5 16.8 24.7 26.6 29.1 31.3 33.3 37.4
35~395% 42 3.3 3.7 6.5 7.6 8.4 10.6 13.5
40~ 4475% 0.5 0.5 0.4 0.6 1.0 1.1 1.2 1.7
45~497% 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

e PR (2002) [E RS B3 I 31-#l1
%) LEAT B TN DBREKEET IR, 72721 20044E 12DV TIEHEEL

2AFEIRICB T DAL OWT, HEELIZROF IR E Z Lo A%
MRECTE  BOFlEZ LI HAERIC 028 &2 E A,

30



<HE 3 H-FOHAELED O BREHF S EIRFE L 0 B HAERIS >

90 -
80 -
70 - —
—— 15~197%
60 - —O— 20~245%
50 - - - & - - 25~295%
% Lk
40 - —X— 30~347%
30 L -0 — 35l |k
o0 | —o— 2K
10 - &
0 | | |
1980 1985 1990 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000
&

Hi B P BRRF 20021 R 74 BERR [ RAETE B 55141
H#5)  LEAETEE T D BREIRA RS | (20024F) (2L IERL.

2J I —F DA DT, TRGHEIE <A AR $-338 ) (=M gRiE £ = 4 158 2
+AE ) L7 2 A R S R B T R 0 L S AR S HH 2R 1 0D P AR B G s T
REHTRICEDLEIE,

31



M 4-1 AR RN (T ABFEE vs — NBIFEE)

eI

YT FEEE

BHERE YTl PE AR STV PIE RS

T EOFE
— AH — T A8

FED

BREEFEEL

Kt

W GEIERURE M + b 2EreiRa L)

YRR - R R RUE
it HPE (AR N)
LB ()

~19344F LLRITAE FAL (R B)
1935~19444F 4 F (KB
19454E LA a0 (A28
HREER AR (BB
2R (S B1)

FER A S R 2R (AL
K KEEBE 2R (SB1)
HREERR AR (R

2R (REBL)

B A A R A (L)
R KRB ze (KB
FERARIRCE - B3 (D
BB (A28

B - BRI (SQ81)

HE (RB)

I (2B

2 RE - (E 20 (S8
ARV —E A0k (528D
k- # DA (A28

MR (S2B1)

BT (RN 7 R )
FLNTIEA S (R - FE4%)

2836
2836
2836
2588
2836
2744

2812
2812
2812
2785
2785
2785
2785
2793
2793
2793
2793
2836
2836
2836
2836
2836
2836
2836
2836
2836
2836
2829

13.291
0.159
0.158
3.274
0.061

74.990

0.284
0.491
0.225
0.360
0.414
0.050
0.174
0.359
0.483
0.120
0.038
0.277
0.129
0.056
0.017
0.117
0.290
0.039
0.037
0.007
0.084
0.089

1.744
0.366
0.365
2.311
0.239
37.176

0.451
0.500
0.417
0.480
0.493
0.219
0.379
0.480
0.500
0.325
0.190
0.447
0.335
0.229
0.129
0.321
0.454
0.193
0.189
0.084
0.465
0.284

2717
2717
2717
2485
2717
2630

2704
2704
2704
2669
2669
2669
2669
2676
2676
2676
2676
2717
2717
2717
2717
2717
2717
2717
2717
2717
2717
2710

N ETE BN IETE
13.322 1.728 119 12.580
0.163 0.369 119 0.076
0.156 0.363 119 0.202
3.262 2.310 103 3.563
0.059 0.235 119 0.118
74.832 37.071 114 78.632
0.289 0.453 108 0.167
0.488 0.500 108 0.565
0.223 0.416 108 0.269
0.357 0.479 116 0.431
0.414 0.493 116 0.397
0.051 0.221 116 0.026
0.175 0.380 116 0.147
0.352 0.478 117 0.521
0.488 0.500 117 0.359
0.121 0.326 117 0.094
0.038 0.192 117 0.026
0.275 0.447 119 0.311
0.133 0.340 119 0.025
0.054 0.227 119 0.084
0.018 0.132 119 0.000
0.116 0.321 119 0.126
0.290 0.454 119 0.294
0.038 0.190 119 0.067
0.037 0.188 119 0.042
0.006 0.079 119 0.025
0.689 0.463 119 0.563
0.090 0.287 119 0.050

1.964
0.266
0.403
2.333
0.324
39.506

0.374
0.498
0.445
0.497
0.491
0.159
0.355
0.502
0.482
0.293
0.159
0.465
0.157
0.279
0.000
0.333
0.458
0.251
0.201
0.157
0.498
0.220

-0.743
-0.087
0.045
0.302
0.059
3.800

-0.122
0.077
0.046
0.074

-0.018

-0.025

-0.028
0.169

-0.129

-0.027

-0.012
0.036

-0.108
0.030

-0.018
0.010
0.004
0.030
0.005
0.019

-0.126

-0.040

sk

1 PPN TE o7 MU BT B 15 8%, JPSCRIBTRRIC LY | THEAT I 4 BISE A0 A%, S EOTHERT I 4 512 — R & 20 EE B L TRV ROAE
MTEAN, ZZ TR ST,
ok 107K T, #R5007K Y *10% K HECTHBICEEAISND (BGH  EEMEIZZED 2,

32



X Fe4-2 FAFKTRT &

(CNHBFERE vs REF-F0E)

SEEIEO 7
AT — T NRERE)

FEL

AL

REFERS

2,717
2,717

PNk GEERUEH + Bt ERERe L) 2717

Y PRI - FE PR R
Fithn tHE (A N)
SEEREBRIAM (7)

~19345LIRTA FH (H)
1935~19444E F1 (KB
19455 LAREAE 0 (5281)
HhEERR AR (B

EREEE (A1)

B A A R 2R (SOB)
K KEFEBE AR (B)
HERR AR (B8

7R (REBL)

BEPH S A R 25 (R
K KEFERE A (BB
SEARIRE . B (2B
BRI (2B

B Ik - B ARk (5B

#HE (B8

T (B

e hEmk - 2R (S8
BREE— 20 (28

Pk - 2 O fth (52 81)

R (2281

BT (RN, /N P2 RE)
FLNTE T (R - 52

2,485
2,717
2630

2,704
2,704
2,704
2,669
2,669
2,669
2,669
2,676
2,676
2,676
2,676
2,717
2,717
2,717
2,717
2,717
2,717
2,717
2,717
2,717
2,717
2,710

YN ;e B 15
Y7k CPEE R YooV P RS
13322 1.728 93 12.624
0.163 0.369 93 0.097
0.156 0.363 93 0.161
3.262 2.310 84 3.762
0.059 0.235 93 0.118
74.832  37.071 90 80.611
0.289 0.453 89 0.146
0.488 0.500 89 0.562
0.223 0.416 89 0.292
0.357 0.479 90 0.444
0.414 0.493 90 0.378
0.051 0.221 90 0.033
0.175 0.380 90 0.144
0.352 0.478 92 0.533
0.488 0.500 92 0.348
0.121 0.326 92 0.098
0.038 0.192 92 0.022
0275 0.447 93 0.290
0.133 0.340 93 0.032
0.054 0.227 93 0.097
0.018 0.132 93 0.000
0.116 0.321 93 0.097
0.290 0.454 93 0.301
0.038 0.190 93 0.065
0.037 0.188 93 0.054
0.006 0.079 93 0.032
0.689 0.463 93 0.602
0.090 0.287 93 0.054

2.064
0.297

0.370

2.321

0.325
40.909

0.355
0.499
0.457
0.500
0.488
0.181
0.354
0.502
0.479
0.299
0.147
0.456
0.178
0.297
0.000
0.297
0.461
0.247
0.227
0.178
0.492
0.227

-0.699
-0.066
0.005
0.500
0.060
5.779

-0.143
0.074
0.069
0.088
-0.037
-0.018
-0.031
0.181
-0.141
-0.023
-0.016
0.015
-0.101
0.042
-0.018
-0.020
0.011
0.027
0.017
0.026
-0.087
-0.037

sokok

k%

k%

sokok

*kk

kekk

*1 DN -7 IR B3 A5 8., JPSCRIFBIRRICEY, THNERF IR A BIEERF O AR BLXOEGEF R 14 0o —RE22 D FEE 4L T
=W ROARNTERNZD, 22

-2
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X 324-3 FAGE R R GEA i HPE vs 357 HPE)

R E TR - *1 R ETh-oT- *1 SRl D 7

YoV CPE EEREE YTV PR RS [t HH PE | — S i HH PE |

FEE

BLERAERE 2704 13.332 1.737 132 12.455 1.691 -0.878 sokok
KR 2704 0.165 0.371 132 0.053 0.225 0.112 ook
PR GEIERUE F -+ st 2Rk L) 2704 0.154 0.361 132 0.250 0.435 0.096 ok
By (R < SR R EE 2464 3.284 2.306 124 3.056 2417 -0.228

EEAHFE (RN 2704 0.057 0.233 132 0.136 0.344 0.079 ook
BEERREBREI (F) 2618 75217 37.266 126 70270 35.040 4,947

5

~19344F LU A a1 (R BL) 2680 0.293 0.455 132 0.098 0.299 -0.195 ook
1935~1944FE Fh (SH) 2680 0.494 0.500 132 0.432 0.497 0.062
19455 LI AE F 0 (5281 2680 0.213 0.409 132 0.470 0.501 0.257 ook
R 2R (A2 8) 2657 0.352 0.478 128 0.523 0.501 0.172 ook
B EE (B 2657 0.414 0.493 128 0.406 0.493 -0.008

B2« SR T2 25 (R 2657 0.051 0.220 128 0.031 0.175 -0.020

K R ms (AL B1) 2657 0.180 0.384 128 0.039 0.195 0.141 ook
rRE R 2 () 2664 0.353 0.478 129 0.488 0.502 0.136 ook
B (R 2664 0.485 0.500 129 0.450 0.499 -0.035

B2 « AR T2 25 (FREL) 2664 0.122 0.328 129 0.062 0.242 -0.060 ok
K R A (FEB) 2664 0.039 0.195 129 0.000 0.000 -0.039 ok
AL B (LB 2704 0.275 0.446 132 0.318 0.468 0.043

PRI (A2 8) 2704 0.131 0.338 132 0.076 0.266 -0.056 *
B PHI - B REk (S2H1) 2704 0.057 0.232 132 0.030 0.172 -0.027

HE (RB) 2704 0.018 0.132 132 0.000 0.000 20.018

BT (528 2704 0.119 0.324 132 0.061 0.240 -0.059 ok
FHeRk - TE¥ERE (B 2704 0.286 0.452 132 0.371 0.485 0.085 ok
AR5 — R (A2 8) 2704 0.037 0.190 132 0.068 0.253 0.031 *
P - 2 D fth (A28 2704 0.038 0.191 132 0.023 0.150 -0.015

ek (A081) 2704 0.007 0.086 132 0.000 0.000 -0.007

BGEEE (R /N 22k e) 2704 0.685 0.464 132 0.652 0.478 0.034

FLSTIBS (AN« HP2RR) 2698 0.089 0.285 131 0.084 0.278 -0.005

1 HPEERFOREBLOF M 23215 LL 02 E 97D,

2 S T E ST g B 92 1L, JPSCRIFHRRICED, BB IR 14 BIEFH OAR, BLOTEEM R4 —REE0FEEEEHLL T
JAWT= SRS B ONFINTERNW D, 22 TIIHREESE TN,

ok 107K U #6500 K HE | *:10% /K HECH BIZEAZIND (IR : EEMEIZZEZD T2V,
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[X1%5 Logit Selection H#EFTf 5

— NBLF )T BT FE i HH PE
Rk R JE R HERERLE E R HERERLE
19344 LIRT A F (R8) - - - - - - . . .
1935~19444F A Fi (KQH) 0.849 0.289 293 kkx 1.058 0.334 317 ekk 1.135 0.334 3.4 ek
194545 DL A FA (281D 0.894 0.334 2.68  kkx 1.102 0.375 294 wkk 2.256 0.342 6.6 ook
MR AR (A -0.207 0.265 -0.78 -0.143 0.291 -0.49 0.477 0.235 203  kk
ER R (A28 - - - - - - - - -
B S2AE - R 2R () -0.734 0.754 -0.97 -0.498 0.761 -0.65 -0.158 0.568 -0.28
K KR (L) 0.414 0.365 1.13 0.582 0.394 1.48 -0.825 0.502 1.64 *
rh s 2R () 0.819 0.265 3.09 e 0.869 0.292 297 kx 0.321 0.238 1.35
ER A (FE8) - - - - - - - - -
BEPH SR - JE R e (R 0.051 0.412 0.12 0.075 0.442 0.17 -0.448 0.437 -1.02
K KR () 0.011 0.668 0.02 -0.252 0.796 -0.32 027
R R () 0.201 0.331 0.61 0.373 0.391 0.95 -0.090 0.338 -0.48
PRI (A2 B1) -1.514 0.646 234w -1.099 0.673 1.63 * -0.215 0.444 0.52
HPR% (A2 81) 0.453 0.466 0.97 0.838 0.504 1.66 * -0.311 0.601 0.06
RS (ALB) - - - - - - - - -
e (A2 8) -0.082 0.347 0.24 0.159 0.404 0.39 0.020 0.336
BR7EH —E A% () 0.770 0.478 1.61 * 0.915 0.557 1.64 * 0.506 0.473 1.07
NI - 2 D fth (52 81) 0.143 0.571 0.25 0.587 0.609 0.96 -0.508 0.688 -0.74
MERE (A0 0.656 1.156 0.57 1.087 1.174 0.93
BGEZE (R /e 22k ) -0.345 0.220 1.57 * -0.276 0.242 1.14 -0.025 0.213 012
FLNTIE S (A« HH2R%) -0.524 0.441 -1.19 -0.474 0.482 -0.98 0.309 0.352 0.88
JIN e H SRR IR O JE T AT 8 R B e HY HY HY
R -4.109 0.528 778wk -4.966 0.631 7.88  wwx 4,679 0.554 845 ek
T 2,269 2,192 2,229
x HREE 74.81 70.99 135.74
Prob > %2 0.02 0.03 0.00
SRV BRI 0.0886 0.0978 0.1393
SRR -384.776 -327.282 -419.313

sk 1%, ks 5%k 10%KYE TR AICHE E

* JPSCRIAFRRRIC I, TERERF I A BISEEF D AR, BILOTEER R 4 B2 — R a2 D EFEHEL THWE

TG B DAFRNTERWZD , Z2TIIRE S,
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4326 Propensity ScoreHfEFTt B & Sensitivity Analysis H#£7 i 2R

— AHHHEA R AT e HH PE

Q_MH Critical Q_MH Critical Q_MH Critical

for value for for value for for value for

Matching Effect fiE exp(y)=1 exp(yt Effect fiE exp(y)=1  exp(y)t Effect fiE exp(y)=1 exp(y)t
o Caliper(0.01) -0.0507 -1.64 1.880 1.20-1.25 -0.0250 -0.69 1.254 1.00-1.05 -0.0480 -1.82 1.485 1.50-1.55
T Kernel -0.0562 -1.86 1.954 1.25-1.30 -0.0341 -0.95 1.332 1.00-1.05 -0.0417 -1.7 1.499 1.50-1.55
i =t g Caliper(0.01)  0.0202 0.49 0.699 n.s -0.0157 -0.38 0.106 n.s 0.0564 1.32 2.688 1.30-1.35

i SRR R
D G IR I+ SRS L) Kernel 0.0276 0.68 0.612 n.s -0.0155 -0.38 0.197 n.s 0.0709 1.73 2.558 1.30-1.35
N S Caliper(0.01)  0.0208 0.71 1.168 n.s 0.0251 0.80 0.853 n.s 0.0552 1.71 3.035 1.60-1.65
FELRH ORI E Kernel 0.0247 0.86 1.074 n.s 0.0125 0.41 0.736 ns 0.0621 1.95 3.306 1.70-1.75
b SR Caliper(0.01) -0.4339 -2.13 — 1.40-1.45 -0.3986 -1.72 — 1.20-1.25 -0.5043 -2.95 — 1.55-1.60
e Kernel -0.4921 -2.46 — 1.60-1.65 -0.4237 -1.87 — 1.35-1.40 -0.5066 -3.07 — 1.50-1.55
DT Caliper(0.01)  1.0910 0.26 = n.s 0.9179 0.19 = n.s -5.1301 -1.4 = 1.15-1.20
W
BLRREBAIN () Kernel 1.3517 0.33 = n.s 4.3972 0.94 = n.s -5.8984 -1.66 = 1.20-1.25
ke iy - Caliper(0.01)  0.3058 1.17 — n.s 0.5538 1.9 — 1.10-1.15 -0.4865 -1.32 — 1.20-1.25
SK A e

SR HRADY I UL Kernel 0.3904 1.49 — 1.05-1.10 0.5797 2.06 — 1.25-1.30 -0.3211 -1.33 — 1.05-1.10

T FEAMRA 10% AN &L TNWD, FIMIEAGHIL, KT/ MEE A2 2 & (lower bound) | FIk, T4 B & O it FE Tl KHEE 2372 2 & (upper bound) | BEFHHTIL

i/ INHEE 2372 Z & (lower bound) | FEA « BRI R Tl K HEE 2372 Z & (upper bound) Z&E L TUND,
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<<[X#F* 7 Standardized Bias > >

— NBIF Rz BT FiE Fln Y PE
Caliper Kernel Caliper Kernel Caliper Kernel
1935~19444EE 1 Before 17.6  17.6 18.1 18.1 119 11.9
After  -04 34 1.6 4.2 53 0.1
1945 LAREAE F Before 6.7 6.7 11.3 11.3 57.5 57.5
After 1.2 3.1 3.0 3.4 9.5 8.5
FRERR 2R (AL B Before 145 145 16.5 16.5 28.7 28.7
After 0.1 1.2 1.1 2.6 4.0 1.0
BLPR AR A K2 (RHD) Before -19.0 -19.0 -16.4 -16.4 -10.2 -10.2
After 22 50 15 4.6 2.3 0.4
K« R AR (B Before  -5.6  -5.6 4.1 4.1 353 353
After 3.1  -0.4 2.6 0.0 3.2 7.3
FRER 2R (R Before 349 349 38.7 38.7 23.8 23.8
After 13 66 3.2 7.1 8.1 1.6
B PR AR (R Before -10.6 -10.6 -8.6 8.6 213 213
After 04  -16 1.4 1.0 -0.6 3.6
K K Rrezs (B81) Before 3.8  -3.8 6.5 6.5 — —
After  -1.1  -1.2 1.2 2.0 — —
BEARMEE (AH) Before 9.9 9.9 8.0 8.0 3.1 3.1
After 09 1.3 3.2 2.7 2.1 4.0
EH- B (GH) Before  -41.7  -41.7 -39.0 -39.0 -16.6 -16.6
After 43 -11.0 5.1 113 23 29
BRI (A2 81) Before 8.6 8.6 13.9 13.9 12,0 12,0
After 0.8 3.5 0.1 3.5 0.3 1.2
HRE (A2 BL) Before 0.6 0.6 3.4 3.4 17.8 17.8
After 3.7 1.7 0.5 2.4 0.4 0.8
ARFEH—E R (RE) Before  16.6 166 13.6 13.6 13.3 13.3
After 43 9.3 0.9 6.2 0.0 1.5
P - O (R E) Before 4.1 4.1 8.7 8.7 9.8 9.8
After 3.6 -1.0 0.6 -6.5 0.0 1.1
EEE (A28 Before 7.3 7.3 8.9 8.9 — —
After 4.0 43 2.6 3.4 — —
BOES (AR /N HFRSEE)  Before 237 -23.7 215 215 7.5 7.5
After -39 33 1.1 3.6 3.7 0.6
FLSEIE S (RN - FE2AR) Before -13.6 -13.6 -13.9 -13.9 12 1.2
After 00  -37 0.2 3.8 0.5 1.5
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< <[¥F 8.1 Propensity Score #E /A (ZABIFEKE vs — ABIFEE) >>

ZAH (0) vs —AFR (1)
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Graphs by one_pa

< <[¥F& 8.2 Propensity Score HEA  (ZABIFEEE vs REFFEEE) > >

—AH €0y vs BF (1)
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Graphs by one_motR
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< <[X]# 8.3 Propensity Score % & /3 Afi

Density

JEEEnHEE (0) vs EHn

20
1

15
1

10
1

0

GEF i PE vs AR HHPE) > >

HE (1)
1

Graphs by m_ear_birR

.6 0 .2

Propensity Score

<<¥F* 9.1 Common Support HlFIZ k5
BUAMEOHIBER (ZABIZEE vs — ANBFEE) > >

i — NBiZFE T ABIF T
Propensity Score (Tj; jijfz)i (No}n\”[ﬂie%jzil)
I /M 0.00674 0.00098
i KAE 0.38588 0.33427
Matching W S (O
Before After FilieE (%)
ALL 2,269 2,119 6.61
Treated 104 103 0.96
Non Treated 2,185 2,016 7.73
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<<¥F* 9.2 Common Support Hl#IZ k5
BIAME ORI (ZABFERE vs — ABIZRE) > >

: FFFHiE YN Ed::
Propensity Score (Trea%;z? (No}n\”[ﬂie%jzil)
I/ IME 0.00575 0.00040
=% KE 0.32285 0.31162
Matching e (O
Before After HIE (%)
ALL 2,192 2,083 4.97
Treated 86 83 3.49
Non Treated 2,106 1,955 7.17

<<¥%* 9.3 Common Support HlFIZ k5
BHEOHEE GEEEHPE vs Bl HPE) > >

Propensity Score it ot i 2E
(Treated) (Non Treated)
s/ ME 0.00644 0.00124
B KAHE 0.54602 0.62971
Matching N
Before After Al (%)

ALL 2,229 2,080 6.68
Treated 127 126 0.79
Non Treated 2,102 1,954 7.04
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