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B#K-1 Treatment Group & Control Group

A4z 4 S ) 2 A4 43 ) 2
FE T FE Nt
(20064 1) (20074F )
Treatment Group Y 1, 2006 Y 1, 2007
Control Group Y o, 2006 Y o, 2007

RBICIEDOREL 5252
EDMERR S e (FHARIC
LB T ~DFEIIAS
N7 d>72), Bertrand,
Mullainathan and Miller
(2003) Tix. T 7UA

EF&R-2-1 LML (ZAE4E SO AR BT REETTT T A
LoTMEE (T A7) 5 AR E EFEL
JEAAE G A JEAAE G A 1 “
BAEAEGIA e g JPEFGIFIA T\ B A REAR v E D57 8)
Before 147 222 17 148 R OB NTEB D |
After 16.0 24.8 ** 122 ** 17.6 #%L:%@E%@%@B#Fﬂ
Difference 1.3 2.6 0.5 2.8 . R
DID -15 -0.2 -2.3 DBRITTIRE 2 B 78
&L HIEROE IR, &
|l%{':?00 | R N .
poxai e e Wl IS LR R LT0
WA e EIA  BEEEIA o e e
o B2 AR 3 TR o %o
Before 59 8.3 *** 4.8 5.2 zigﬁ%‘-@‘i‘ 2007515 4 H
After 6.3 8.7 *** 5.2 5.7 P .
Difference 05 04 03 06 2 HFEN S Nz, SRR
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Difference -0.1 0.1 —-0.2 —-0.4 ﬁﬂjﬁﬂﬁa)”sﬂ I:
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EFR-2-3 R HZAL CFH RH AR SO AR)

oo
RIS T H (57)
A e T Ve
JEAE AR G £ A 4 4
PEEEMA o it bbby A
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BIFR-3 Jehim i fe e & o3I R EE & o B4R

HALY%
JHISTWS HloTWD HENHSRY Fo7=MbA M | A%
IR L TS 4.1 418 36.9 14.8 25 | 122
FHIEDILL TS 1.3 50.3 345 14.0 00 | 386
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EFR-4-3 AL CTH RH AR S0 HI R 5 JERm&IE ARSI A )

WO, It BE AR L
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EARAIEE & DBFRIZO W

HoTnbHk

H->Tvryb%k

ISR

RCOBK o) (BSTWRN) JAWEEGENAE D0 )
Before 1400 * 952 * 162.2 = 126.1 AR A 3 E ] B T B S 1
After 140.0 944 = 1635 ** 1305 2BV DAL T oW
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IR ASIE <, WSIHEAfR %
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LD AR M ARH (43)
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HloTW D% H>TWbdk HISZR
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Before 264.0 2795 2575 257.0 TWwb (FEFEI2HRE .
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Difference 10.2 15.3 2.8 19 45.9%. % %\i HiIL -
DID 8.3 13.5 0.9 51.6%. 529 . 53.7%:

HDEFVWMLEL TR\ !

AMRIREIH B4 (227 (FE+50) ] (%)

529%. Fo7=< iR LT

HioTu Dok A>T D%k A>TV Dk A7
> (25 IR ) (35S ) RONEAESIMAE W 60.7%) o FIERIER
Before 36.6 40.3 35.6 37.6 N < 5
{ R(ENAVAT SN
After 37.1 387 36.1 382 (ﬁﬁﬁ? i f B, s
Difference 05 -1.6 05 05 L FDOBDOETFITONT
DID 0.0 -2.2 0.0

ZEL T2, g

e FAHIF AL G BHAE BINAE

RIS TS KT EETEMA DT HEF L LT B thg e (19%60E) o (5%IEHE) * (109 25HE) THEHD

il 20074F 4 J & U BAT S M 7CBERSIG IR AR 5
DIFEIHIEE - (SR b DIFA: AR G D PREse}
ARCER T BELE L75E 1SS T
TEDHIE) IZOWTITHELTT DS

L H-oTn B
HMoTw5
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> W N =
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Hrid, A fEiofEHE (2008) 12D, LU T
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NOBLE N ED5)
/RN oY (e

AL TWABDITE, “Outside Option” %
D, FEAHIZE > THAZITEZ L b & HE
ENb, LT TIE. FEAHEZ2 R OA # 5
TS 2] ZV—T120% [JEAEESIEMAL
MEENRD) T 2006~20074EH TOILHZELIC
DWTHIR L7z, ZOfER. flIEZEM LT 5
HAf DLW (F25) OWMNIEEE. H6 L b1,
IR oY N & LR Y . 20 ZF g3k
SORENsTE B, GRAILTWAIEIZE, HY
SOFZHEMINEETWDE (KE-4-1), & -
AiiEEs (3255) 2o Tld, FE@EH I, A

T DDA & IEMA M & Lol Tw 5
(HF&-4-2).



JEE A ARG BIMIE D ST ZE DN B AT L 77

RFR-5 A KE

EFIV] EFN2 EFN3
iR #H or PR or JEFRIN FRHN or FEFRAN

il £ Ik T il Ik 1T (il 2 5 P e B )
FUIVEL P BUEGE |FUOVEL P BERE | UV B G

A 1,110 045 050 1,110 045 050 928 050 050
FeHF )= 1.116 086 035 1,096 086 035 921 094 024
i () 1116 4042 719 1110 4044 722 928 4028 714
s (F2%E3H) 1116 168544 59393 1,110 168710 596.86 928 167366 586.68
AR () 1116 008 027 1,110 008 027 928 006 024
FIAEEE () 1116 040 049 1,110 039 049 928 038 049
B BB AR (R) 1,116 013 034 1,110 013 034 928 013 033
R mHE (%R) 1,116 005 021 1,110 005 022 928 005 021
KRB (F) 1,116 035 048 1,110 035 048 928 038 049
14KAR T 1,116 027 044 1,110 026 044 928 027 044
Z Mol 1,116 064 048 1,110 065 048 928 064 048
Sy 1,116 009 029 1,110 009 029 928 009 028
FPHI)—<v 1,116 061 049 1,110 061 049 928 064 048
S EAE R 1116 1253 706 1110 1251 707 928 1225 691
” (2%3) 1,116 20661 187.53 1110 20655 18823 928 19773 18016

I B AR B (TR R 1115 012 032 1,110 011 032 928 012 032
Kl BRI (Edh T ) 1115 037 048 1,110 037 048 928 040 049
Kl 2 (509) 1,115 036 048 1,110 036 048 928 034 047
Rl B L EE (HEDiEL TRV 1115 010 030 1,110 010 031 928 010 030
Kl PR L RE (7R L TR | 1,115 006 023 1,110 005 023 928 005 023
BB () 1,099 015 035 1,110 015 035 928 000 000
F2mHifRbH (2) 1,099 027 045 1,110 027 045 928 033 047
35 HbRbE (32) 1,099 057 050 1,110 056 050 928 067 047
Kt () 1,099 001 012 1,110 002 013 928 000 000

wmEIC, RBEINEZALE, FHTELNVT
FH DI & FEIMA M DT A3 L. IKHT
XZDOHMORERIELNTBY . —FEOREL D
SbhhTwizwyy (XFE-4-3),

AIYE, ATHTAT X 2Rt fatic X 00 5
T HIEEBGAIC X 2 WIS IFRIC L)
FENehoize KEITIE, WA OHARFIER
a3y bua— L7z BT, HEI RO OB
IITH- 2 BRI OWT AT HRIZVY,

5. #ESE

A CiZ. Treatment Group & Control Group
[ COHM R PIIMEOR DK 24T 572 (2%
INT—5 Z i) ARODIDHEE TH IR,
21 BEESETVEHER T L2 & T,
Treatmentil X ARERDELNL, LLEDH,
ZZTHWTWATreatment (DW5 ) —~< it

W THENE) D QIEAFGEGEIHIEEIZDOWT
AL TV 29 %) Tid, £?DRandomness
ERET L2 3LV, RS, DIZDOnT
# 2 U, Control GroupTHh b, EWEE. H
HELEGINICH > T, ORI &R L
D—RE Y ARG L BRI ANRAE S A1
M2 5720 (W ORFEICHEH OIFE & E
N5, RIEMEER L L oGS @22 E), T
NEIEOWEIULZ DREEIRUC KR ELS LA S NS
bOEEZ NG, ZO/ODIDHEFHIBWTYL
K. Same Time Effect Condtion'® ASEKA7.
FTLOREELWI S IZEDbNS,

BB, QBT B0EIMITONTH, HH
(2008) RCHIHITAIz X 91, Fela BAFRIGE BEAS
R I3 & T 2GRN 23D 5 7280,
b LI BRI BT 2 B ERL S ARAE L
TWAh G N OBIFAL DD 7N Z EH3EE
HNTDR3 % &) NAEMEORTED R & 519,

23
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EFNV EFN2 EFN3
il EE# H or SR or FEFRHN A or FEFRAN
il B I e A + 1] B I i (il 5 308 ) 2 R 2 )
Coef. Std.Err. Coef. Std.Err. Coef. Std.Err.
Al () -0.05 0.13 0.27 0.11 ** 0.22 0.11*
7 (F28E3H) 0.00 0.00 —-0.00 0.00**  —0.00 0.00*
AR () -0.34 0.29 -0.05 0.26 —-0.13 0.29
R (Fe L 77V R)
B BB () —0.31 0.24 0.04 0.20 —-0.03 0.22
JER-HHA () 0.26 041 -0.28 0.31 —0.37 0.33
REFRFBEE (R) 1.22 0.26 *** 0.15 0.15 0.04 0.16
14KHR 0.14 0.22 0.13 0.15 0.07 0.15
ZOMoT (L77V s R)
gy 0.44 0.33 0.13 0.22 —-0.04 0.24
KA =<V 097 0.18 *** 0.21 0.13 0.22 0.14
IS AR B —0.11 0.04**  —0.09 0.04**
” (273H) 0.00 0.00 *** 0.00 0.00 *
It B AR S B (TR ) —0.24 0.22 —0.23 0.23
Kl g (EhEHEH) -0.07 0.15 —-0.11 0.16
KIFBIRILIE (509 L 77V v A)
KAt PR LR (HEVIEL ThY) —0.09 0.22 —0.17 0.24
FIG BRI (Fo72 L TRV 0.28 0.29 —-0.02 0.31
1Rk (32) -1.34 0.21 ***
25 (32) -0.31 0.15* —-0.30 0.15*
B3GR IRBE (FE L 77V R)
Kt (32) -1.35 0.59 **
FEOH 2.67 2.62 —5.52 208 —441 2.20**
Number of obs 1,116 1,110 928
LR chi2(9) 88.63 77.75 20.00
Prob > chi2 0.00 0.00 0.22
Pseudo R2 0.090 0.051 0.016
Log likelihood —414.396 —725.638 —633.238

#1319, *+%135%, *IX10%KHETRHERT A M CTHHI LA R T

FIIHFE RIS EHERHRE DL D

Z 2 TARTIE. Propensity Score Matching
HEEEHWT, EEDTreatment DA HEITH )
59, Treatment Group & 7 HFEREHEET L,
ZFOMERHTALL TS, Treatment Group&
Control Group® &EH % L 3 5% Z & T,
TreatmentlZ X %22 HEE T 5o

TESEFMHE LCid. F 9 Treatment Group & 7%
2P (Propensity Score) OHEEIASLEE L 7
%o £ Logit Model & HV-CHERt 2470, PRI
FIL (P (X =P (D=1 X)) ", #¥d5XD
15 APIC— XTIk &8 % (Rosenbaum and Rubin
1983) , = Z TiZ. Conditional Independence
Assumption (Yo, YLD | X, #HEWEELZH
(X) #arbtua—93%2 LT, Treatment

24

BHBENEIPIYICHLTHETHB).
Overlapping Assumption ([f] UBIS2WRERZE
X% b oA i, Treatment Group & Control
Group®DWj 7 )V — 712\ 5) ZIRE L, XOTEHh%
—RIALL7=P% b £12. T Group ? outcome %
W3 %2 & T JEAEFESENC X 2 EIFECT~
D% P Do

ZITiE AN T=F 2R TE L7290,
“Difference in Differences Matching” (LLF,
DID Matching) % H \». Propensity Score
Matching (ZDID3ERE ZHLAG HE/HERT 2175
72 ( Heckman, Ichimura and Todd 1997;
Heckman et al. 1998; Smith and Todd 2005) o
OMatchingi: 4L, DIDH#ERE % A8 TITH

-
—



BR-7 a0 X 2 1RSI O

JEE A ARG BIMIE D ST ZE DN B AT L 77

91
=

o UESHT) or 1 1T
11 2[m] [ 7 ZE bR ZEAb=R
(20074 —20064F) (20074E—20054F) (20074E—20064F) (20074E—20054F)
Difference  Std.Err. |Difference  Std.Err. | Difference  Std.Err. | Difference  Std.Err.
WG (FE, %) -0.29 3.36 4.54 5.86 -0.17 0.23 0.23 0.20
LA (Tt %) -0.22 0.81 -0.35 1.24 0.13 0.16 0.14 0.16
RIERE B G (F+ (Fa+5) FEHL %) 6.03 367 * 5.84 572 0.10 0.08 0.00 0.09
R EE (T (FE+R) KB %) | —4.10 214 * | —4.28 368 —0.04 0.07 —0.08 0.09
e B or TR IR
11a] 2[a] [ 7 ZE bR 2k
(20074 —20064F) (20074E—20054F) (20074 —20064F) (20074£—20054F)
Difference  Std.Err. | Difference  Std.Err. | Difference  Std.Err. | Difference  Std.Err.
WrEEA (FE. %) 1.85 1.80 2.67 3.02 0.06 0.14 045 022 **
S A (T, %) 0.36 0.55 1.15 0.80 —-0.06 0.11 0.03 0.12
RIEHE MBI G (F+ (Fa+2) EH %) 1.26 2.03 141 338 0.02 0.05 0.11 0.06 **
AMRER B (F5 (Fa+R) VHRH, %) 0.56 141 0.40 235 0.02 0.05 0.05 0.05
T AN or R (I REHT L B )
11m] [ 54 21a] g 7 Ak 2k
(20074E—20064F) (20074E—20054F) (20074E—20064F) (20074E—20054F)
Difference  Std.Err. | Difference  Std.Err. | Difference  Std.Err. | Difference  Std.Err.
W E A (. %) 1.79 1.84 249 3.14 0.04 0.15 0.33 0.16 **
SOblG (FEE %) 0.31 057 1.24 0.86 -0.05 0.11 0.01 0.13
RIERE MBI G (F5+ (FE+50) FH %) 1.08 2.11 0.75 356 0.01 0.05 0.11 0.06 **
R G (F+ (Fa+52) HRH. %) 0.19 1.45 0.08 242 —0.01 0.05 0.04 0.05
#5531 9%, #4135%. ¥ Z10%KAE THRETINCE B THLILERT
LT BIIATRELR IR ABRETH I LN TE tXHIEEMRT 2. 2 HEEEHREZ ENE

bEIZHD, Z
DTDEHITREND,

AT Toon= n

(Ylu'_
Hi & DZALIT

DHEE

( Yozj -

ZCHERF SN BHBORIC X B33

+> {(vh, Vo)~ 2 WL (Yo, YmJ)}

j€lN

Yo) ¥ Treatment Group il B IR
Yo;) ZControl Group
DHEEFIERT 2 D2, 2 W) LI Weight,
I 1¥Treatment GroupDES
&, SliaesyaR—

+ I i¥Control Group
MY OFIK. mixIE

NRLTW5S,

HEFTTIZ, Weight& LT

Kernel WeightZ &M L (KernelBd# Gl

Gaussian. 23~ Fig 006) .
TlZ. Bootstrappingi: % Fvy,
1,000 & L7z CKH 2001) .
F 72, HIEEMRTAE (20064F) & il B a4
(20074F) 72Tl < MIBEFERELLRETA> 5 Ol
MRHR 12 X BB D

EBMEDOT T AR
7228 (BEIC20044F4E e FICTHRE LT
72) bEE L. HIEFEMERT 4 F (20054F) Lol

Replication® ]

FRAEREOHEE

Y R— M DTreatment GroupDiTHRE % %
NFIURLTW5S, F72. DID Matching T3Pl T
?Same Time Effect Condition #IRE L T\ 5,

E ( Yoz -

Yoo | PLD=1)=E(Yo— Yor | P, D=0)

B HbhETITo7,

B. HETHER

F91 Treatment Group THAhEH, Propensity
Score %15 %-X< . Logit ModeliZ X 25T 247>

25
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EZR-8 Balancing Test #ii#

EFV1 EFN2 EFN3
WL # ] or AN or FEERAN A1 or JEFRMN
il )i I 38 1155 Sl (ol 5 38 P PR 2 )
Before After Before After Before After
i () i -213 -0.05 191 -0.83 2.17 0.03
p value  0.033 0.964 0.056 0405  —0.890 0.373
v (R.25H) tfili —2.06 —0.05 1.78 —0.83 2.11 0.04
p value  0.039 0.958 0.076 0409  —0.860 0.389
AR (R) it —2.64 0.77 —-1.32 1.62 —-1.05 0.30
p value  0.008 0.443 0.188 0.105 0.470 0.636
B BB AR () i -3.12 0.89 -0.95 0.24 —0.39 0.69
p value  0.002 0.373 0.344 0814  —0.150 0.879
K- EEE (R) il 0.13 043 -1.32 0.35 -1.31 0.19
p value  0.896 0.670 0.188 0.729 0.480 0.628
KRB () i 5.66 -1.16 3.63 —-1.54 1.96 0.05
p value  0.000 0.245 0.000 0125  —0.490 0.628
Ity i) i 1.62 -0.35 1.29 -0.35 0.74 0.46
p value  0.105 0.726 0.196 0.727 0.070 0.946
Ligs) it 0.38 —-0.19 0.07 091 —0.54 0.59
p value  0.702 0.847 0.944 0.364  —0.070 0.945
KA =<V tfili 5.70 —0.86 249 -1.67 152 0.13
p value  0.000 0.392 0.013 0095  —0.420 0.678
R AR B i 0.71 -043 1.18 0.24
p value 0477 0.666  —0.700 0.484
” (2%x) i 1.06 -042 1.59 0.11
p value 0.291 0674  —0.820 0.414
It B AR R B (TR ) it —0.18 0.12 —0.18 0.86
p value 0.857 0.901 0.330 0.744
RGP LI (EhThHEE) i 0.39 —0.82 —0.59 056
p value 0.694 0415 0.180 0.858
Kl B L (HEDiEL ThW) i —-0.60 0.51 —0.41 0.68
p value 0551 0.613 0.140 0.892
RIPIRG I (oL TRY)  tfi 1.54 -0.38 0.75 0.45
p value 0.123 0.702 0.060 0.954
BT HRBS (3) i —6.98 6.84 -
p value 0.000 0.000 -
B2 5w b () i 0.07 -1.38 -191 0.06
p value 0.942 0.167 0.570 0.566
Kt () it -1.83 2.66 -
p value 0.068 0.008 -

72 (M5-6)o EFIV1 (HIEGEH or MIEEIE — ASRWGE. 0% 3 5HIRMRE CTh L6, iR
A=D1 =< oDy Tk, ROZEED  AEERISH L CIEICA R TH SR O/,
KFERETHL, F2ROLPDBYF)—< 0 Th  FLRERLEEIAETEIZVWbOD, [Eo72
52 EDRPIEICHERRRELR-oTWEY, @& R LTWZRW] & LG, RRAmESIE
MEEZELZEFIV2, BFIV3 T MR 1ELhoTwna,
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BIFR-9 Overlap Assumption H5E 4t

E7NV1
Propensity Score PIREER | WIREHA
P v (Treated) |(Controled)
/Ml 0.57161 057217
IRl 0.98193 0.96960
Matching
NS0
Before After HIRE (%)
ALL 1,116 1,054 5.56
Treated 956 895 6.38
Non Treated 160 159 0.63
ETN2
B R+
Propensity Score il g e 8
(Treated) | (Controled)
/Ml 0.12922 0.09780
e KA 0.72324 0.70136
Matching .
Wl I (9
Before After IR (%)
ALL 1,110 1,098 1.08
Treated 503 500 0.60
Non Treated 607 589 297
ETIV3
) JE2 8 P Ty R
Propensity Score Bl JEERH
(Treated) |(Controled)
/M 0.32139 0.27079
IR KAl 0.69662 0.67966
Matching
NS0
Before After HIRE (%)
ALL 928 918 1.08
Treated 463 460 0.65
Non Treated 465 458 1.51

S F RS Ob0

JKIZ, Propensity Score Matchingll & - T
HNHIEEC X B AT N BRI ~De B % A b
b, HIEERRIRICBI AR E A A, F4
SrEI R IR S (385 FH O H) ISR
LT IEORIREZREL (6 %KA ¥ M. &
s E S (39, (KB H) KIZAORR
(4%KBA ¥ MNgD) D3dHbHT EDFER I N
(¥F-7) #, ZODRPREE 2706, RO
fili, F7-—HEBE O % 5D 5 HORRAIK &
Wi, e LTIIZEICE { SRR ASEL S S
NTWALZENEZOLND,

T/, BAEEE LGS, WEEGH %
(2006~20074F) TIIRBED I SN h o 725,

EHiE] & F & oL EE A TE (2006~
20074F) . W& EIE. RIREHEA IS LT Ik
ORIVEDFERENT (BFIV 2 ¢ FEA5%BE00,
EEES [FEFH] 1%, €70V 3 g
33%3M. REREHES [FFH] 11%800 . &
HIAESHIEE RIS B REAID 7 4 3 ¥ 7 )5 EEBRG
HIEPSHo72bDERE L72E. BUFlck %
JEAAE S EIRIE DT &N ) TF T AR b
A5 HIEFERIZ 729 L < RN OB IRRL S
WEAH2723DEEZ BND,

Z Z FTl&. Propensity Score Matching H#EF]
DOFERERL72DY, KIZ, FH\W/zPropensity
Score Matching #EFHIBWT, HEEHRHIITEDN
TOARGA. L TV B0 89 D ORGE 1T -
i,

ZZTiE i oBIg i RE AR (X) &2
YhE—LT52LET (XOEHE—ILLL).
AT L CTreatmentd$d % 2 &9 Hid.
OutcomelZxf L THN.TH B &) T L2 E S
hCw?z (f (XIDP (X) =f (XIP (X))o

Z ONGE ZHGIES 5X< . Matchingf 2815 %
Treatment Group & Control Group®UJ7 D&
EROFIIEDF U TH B 2 & &If ARG & L7z
tMRE %X 1T>C\5 (Balancing Test)o IRKED L
V.LTWAEEIER $RTOEKOR IR X3
HENg, MEOEIHITEM L TnhEI LR
5o TORER, 3ODETIIIBWTC, FEAED
BRI R STy (IK5R-8) 2,
2720, BEFN2ICBVTIE. (8 1 SHRmRE
() |, [ (38| BFEHIN TV A,

KIZ, Overlap Assumption®MEZAS, Th
2DV T b fff B 2 #RGE /7 i 1&. Treatment
Group. Control Group Mj 7 )V — 7 ®Propensity
Score DE LG % BIR LIS 5 /i TH %o
L2rL., EOREDORIRTHIIE, Common
Support A3 1+5-CTdH 5 OPHMETIZ RV BIUR
THUMNOBIE L LTHEIFLN D D8,
“ Minima-Maxima Comparison” % T ®» 5
(Caliendo, Hujer and Thomsen 2005), = =T
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1. — Ji ® Propensity Score %1l )7 »
Propensity Score D#z/ME X ) /NS WELH
i, ¥ 1Z—7J5 ®Propensity Score 7377 D
Propensity Score HAfE & D &K EWEIIMEIZ
k#9452 & T, Common Support ZHEE L.
ENL SWEOBIHEAE 5 H RS 5 kT
HbH, FHITRTE, BEHHBIV—-TD
Propensity Score DX #AS [057161, 0.98193],
HEEIEE R 27 v — 7 DPropensity Score DX [
2% [0.57217, 0.96960] TH % ¥H . Minima-
Maxima 2£#12X 9. Common Support I
[ 057217, 0.96960] & 72 b . Z ® Common
Support WIZHE A BB %~ A% &, 1,116
(HIJRAT) LT, 1,054 (Bl & Bl
13556% E/NEWHDTH -7 (MFE-9),

7.85DbIC

AROHMIZ, EAFESESFRERBICE -
T WIS BIT 2 EIREC S (RIBRERT. S
W) I2ED XD BEAGEE TV B2 HGES
LHZEIZHoT

Difference in Differences Matching% f\v 7z
Propensity Score MatchingHEFTOfH, 2SHY4FE
SEIHIERRICB VT, EESE S 032
G ORIRIFHIEIG DS, BMLTW 5 2 L% E
Nize 720 XD IFMEICHIEIC X 23842057
DIZ, FESHRERAN L ZTDOTER LIS A

SRH L7238 DA Treatment Group) . il EEFE fiti
B2 CIIHIEEIC X 23BN h o 7ehs, 52
Mtipl % FEx b &, FEOFEEE, RIRRERE
G LT, IEORERATER SNz AR
FEWCRET B38ID & £ 3 ¥ 7 A% EEBARERTAE A 5
HoTzdb O EE LG, BUFIC X BIEAEES
SEREDOERE NS TF T AR A HlE
FEhixfF723 U< TN ORI B % 5
AT DEEZONDL, TNHORFENLL, AR
AR EIH BE AR NIZ BT 2 BB ICB W
T ZIZL > THM B A5 2T b Z EH5%H
RN,

7272, Zovang BEmEE) TR LTRER

28

bDOTIEeh o7z HIEEBHIC X 2FZOEIRALS
NORXRFBVRAR LN o728 HE LT, R
T CTHo TV AR EFE#RDH < GOP R
40.625%) B b > 72 By o s
CEER L 12735F) o AF4BSfa i L 726D 2 & T
B 530~40F DI, FEIHIEONE (Zhu
ERELZHETIIRG) 2o/ T 2%
D ERFRICATA by 2 2E 2 BOTHS LN
IARD % 2 S5 b,

L2 L2 s, BESNT—2HnThH,
TWNIZBIT S (—H80) FEEOZITIY F24
W5 L W) BOREEIZE T, HAFROG R
LML > THARER E o720 RERT
& TS BT D 5EAS BRI &0 X ) 12
DOENTPRISPICTE LD o720 DD, 2K
SEEHIEHRHE THLHE. HDHWITHIEZRRAL
T F I AR 2l 2155 2 LS TE
T2V MREERODH L DEEZ BND,

T KEHRSHEIIZET NS 212 BV T, HEE L V%L
OIARAY METEB L7 BRI E BRSO
MCFZER) . FR L CIEH %,

b=
1) e &1L, JEASESIRBRE OB EDRRELE o7z
BRI H A BE R S RO Z L2 3T,

2) TOHIZOWTIL /MR (2008) IZBWTWHR R
e Tn5b,

3) HIEDORIZOWTIE, REHEOMH (2008) &M
é hf:l/\o

4) FSeFTHE  httpy//www.yomiurico,jp/atmoney/
special/100/money08htm &M,

5) E BT, KACHEUETIRE LIzGA. ERESES
T BIEDIESZARFIZLTH2,000 & 7 1) FEHSHE
Bt BHEOREEMZ T (AL ICE XIE R /-
B) BROUZLDOZHEE R D, TOWFITEIRZEE
47 73500012, HADOEEILEES 6 176,000 &
FHBAEITINE 2 771,000 &m0, §+16752,000H
L bo ROFECIFIZIEEIGEHLL EThiuL, M
HO1HMLZHTE, 1772000 &%, BB
THRUT7EMEIZ20074ER DD DOTH Y. 5T L
by ZOBMEAMEF SN A DI TII RV &2 TR
’gﬁb ‘f:b 3

6) HHSOESHIEMAZ L. EVEFESTHETL &
L72AGERER 2B LRV Y B 2R31c, &
IRASEE AT 2EETH Y., RiFEb ook &
TWAHIRY 25D 1 OZHREFEEZR ONLERES
[Joint and 1/2 Survivor Annuity] DA% IX
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2T B,

7) S, NREORGE - T3 - - R, HHEE.
HIRIZDWT WS D 0,

8) KL TRl A BB ICBRE L, GEAT & 3k
FEIHAY & &2 IR L72AS, MRIRORREG L85 Lz, &%
Rid, 22oHORE L IZIZF L TH -7

9) F\:% 75— ¥ Hrepeated cross-section data®¥iA.
DIDIZ
o= <Y12007_YO2007) - (YLZD()G_YO‘ZD()& >0
LEIAINLZ DD A2 MR TH S 2 LT
WY ETH%iV,

10) RIS, ZEDYE SN AJEAEL TS A AL RSRERAE
Bk, 208K £ 20D EICX 5 LT BiIROZELS
IZDOWTHRED, TUIERE LBV RN LD -7,
COMBPELT, 7THITLNTWEED, Ky 7
VOSRGOS < ASHSREEERAK 2 WRRE D
ol A Z NS,

1D AR H D 9 A0 1 4 Ad7z ) O3,

12) lFEIZOWTIE, ol L8 ), KRG OIEH Zifife
TE LWz, RIS %25 REE LTWwa,
13) $KH - McKenzie (2006) Tid. [TCAEAERERIERROBE
2R LT iwnie 518, BIRIZETEIZ X 257
DT> TR0, BlIEEOREZ 2T

W EGE] LTwa,

14) AYi= é A Xt ﬂ dAD+A e
D::Treatment Dummy (1=2007. 0=2006). Xi:%
DOMOFTIHER. ¢ wi%72TH (Wooldridge 2006)

15) E ( Y6200 — Yoz006 | D= 1) =F ( Y6200 — Yoz00 | D= 0)
i, BAFEESEIRBEDTM S N5 725D
Treatment Group®&HNDZEALS) & Control Group®
BROZALG DR L THE L ZR LTV,

16)KH (2001) Tid. Treatment (KIEENSZREOH M)
DENTH B5E (T I — LoRkER. kS
HAOENIFROMERNIRAEE & M % b o6=t
L7 asynNAT7ADFRE) IZBIFATreatment
EffectdifEil & LC. Propensity Score Matchingi?:
EHWTWA,

17) HAZERXE LT 1) ROFH KOEHKD 2 FIH,
KO (PERE, BRE (LT77LV VA Tb—
7). B - BB, IR - EAERE AR,
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19)
4.0
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kElo a .
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AL 7ATENAS, TN EIROBL G- 2 58 L LT
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DDA T ADHIR SN TR B PITONT, Tl
TN —THOFEED/NA 7 A (Standardized

XT_>?C

Bias(X) =100 x
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Difference) ZMUTFORZH W WA 7 2A%HEFHLT
Wh,

Xr. Xcl3#FNh#NTreatment Group. Control Group
DXDOYYEZ, Varr (X), Vare (X) 13FhFh
Treatment Group. Control Group® X7 #fiE% 7~ L
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LLTWwa,

3k

KHEREE, 2001, [REGADFHRERCOF @5 2
BR8] THARGBWIFeHEEE] 497: 22.32.

NESERL, 2008, [HREHANZR WL REtOWEITE] Fv—
VA 2y R4 h - BEEAREHREVIZER
[T - AR EEORSR O] I AN 73E
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