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ANFEDTTERN2D 22T E S

kokok! 1%7KHUE kok 5% KHE *! 10%/KHETH BICEERSND (G FHMEICEDI )

AoNb, ZD7zD. LFEDLogit ModellZH\»
T BOHSREFRNZFHAZKE LTHWS S
L35,

(2) EhpHERSE:

FEHETEIN T L EEFH) ThuT &Y
?DOutcome# LK T 5 L, KK -4-20K9512%
2720 ~ANBIENPEINL D X HIZE O
IZBWT, WEH TRt R G AR DY DL Z
AR I NI,

DT, MFEDVPIEDENHE TH S b DIET
HIEEd 5 &, T3 OutcomeTid, FELwHHECLE

64

FNT-ED EHART, HRHEOT EDDFH
REPZEFEE GV (F5H - 0.053, L
0.165). BLERERTILZ, HHEOT b1, )
WA FEAEHVER] TH o720, BEERERA W
BHOHEEIE N E W) RSN il
0.250. JELTHN © 0.154) 0 F 7RI /2 Tl
. FEDHEOLE R ERBICLEND D,
FHEIC X o TE TN T LD I3 ET 5
A A STz GEiE - 0136, FEEHRS - 0.057),

B FEENCERT A CIE. 9 i
PE LT 2 WHERT TIE A B o AR AR AR 25T v
(19344 haiT A= 40 #HEHSE < (B - 0.098.



BOATE) - RESBETDHBOT LD DIRRG- 2 5558

FEAEHH0.293) . HhthEE LW B AT Tld. kg
AL (19454 LIREAE ) OEIG 2SE WG RAYS:
SNz CEh - 0470, FEFEHR0.213) o

KIS, WEBOEEEARDL &, BT & b A E
AT DI SR EE BRI G AN K R - KA
G REAEE & AP L3 B O BIR DS
BT EDDD Do BFFEBAT NG, A0S
B X0, M2 o720, HnHETT B
2R OEIEHE L T2 ST
FEZREBARLE L T TOHEL LTBY., ¥4
FEPTIIHPEDSEE LW ED S, FiEbH eI
BIF L RKRFREHEIMRNEE Z NS,

WIS, KBOWMEZ RS &, il E T O
Jas TR, TSHBR] oBEMEL, Hi
T, ESE, it ROER. MALZED [#
BE - VEERR] & [BEEY— Y ARk oBEHmEn
ffﬁ% b o7z,

5. #Et

(1) Propensity Score Matching %
ERWHENIBT 2BOANTE, HiGHEIC X 5T
HEFNZEPEOHDOT EDOREICE 2 55
BAGHREMICHNT T B0 /3 ReProbits
Wi Hwa 2 & CTHERDITE L, L LS
5. FEROF RN ERERD D LA (v LEFR
BN B 2 PO D H 4 TlE Z£d
Z LI ORFFIRIATEL . T-EDITHTLHE
WEDTETIT, RFEFEPRLS LD (WIRT
IEBUREITOT R WA S, AR D S
I - RAERIIREY) LwHklL s a N
A7 AR X BZNEROMENE 2 552,
WE95L, 2L FdTreatmentz 21T Hx5HE
(“Treatment Group” : TG) & %9 Th\WHRE
(“Control Group” : CG) & Tid. Treatment®F
HELZREFR 7 <. OutcomelZiEDSH B W] REH: A3
WEWVWH T EPEZONL, 2F D TG O
& “CG” OFHEN & DRNEWDSE AT E v
AP INEL T a L TAAELTLE ),
ZZ CAR Tl Propensity Score Matching
HICNAEEOMELZ R L2 LT, HimbEr

THHOTED (—AHTHE-7-TED) 25 &
WhEE Lo (CABTE-7T8
b) LD HRAMEFRIP D (IR TIEBUSE
DT R WHESRASE WA, AR - Kith
ISR E VD) ZMGIES 5.

KIEBRFI L > TH 2 ONBB L HMHh,
T bbb HBILHH 5 DIE. Treatment
ZF 722 I LB FEHMN LR (Average
Treatment Effect on the Treated : ATT) T 5,

ATT=EMVi-Yolz=D=EMVi|z=D-E(Vo|z=1) (1)

z=113Treatment %7722 & (BB S #H
LTS, EHEINCHEEN L T5) &, z=
0 l¥Treatment% 2T hho>722 &%, Yild
TreatmenthFeAE L7z (z=1) & DO0utcome
(F &b OERERE, O, fEEIKREE) 2. Yo
Treatment?S%84 Ladh-72 (z=0) HED
Outcome xR L TV 5,

FitoXotiz “TG” @, Treatment% 3%
F72HRED Y E ZIF CO R WEF D YDZEZ /R LTV
%o HIEIE, “TG” A Treatment% 2} 72HEDY
BROTHBIRWETH 05, HFE2HD “TG” A
Treatment% 5\ TV WO YIZBIEZEA T HET
Hbo E2WMEBET LI LN TERVIEEL T
k3272012, Gt e (Conditional
Independence Assumption. CIA) #B<., Zh
3 iy oBigT s #ESE (X) 23 ha—
V%2 LT, TreatmentAd» 50 L) 2 YIS
XL THTHLEN) TERERL TV,

Yo, Vi L(Z]|X) (2)

LROEMITE ST, FUEDOX T 6E 2%
HBAEE) =82 “TG” & “CG” 1%, Treatment
BT T RHDI|OEN TN L0 0, [ Ul
DX OMBEDYZ T HI L ZMHBIZL T
Wb, AL, BEOXEHVIEE, §XTO
XEFMDOF729 2 TOX v I ZIIBFENTIE
72\, 2T, Rosenbaum and Rubin (1983)
& D 5B RE LA X O T — KTt
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FHIZRFEEFHIT7E

EFR-5 Logit Model 715 4
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— JUBLHY A5 Y

% R e e zfifi R EREEE 2l
19344 LIFT A= (BB 11 — — — — —
1935~ 19444EEFh (5C8L) 0.849 0.289 2.93 * %ok 1.135 0.334 34 k%%
19454E DB A= Fh (A B) 0.894 0.334 2.68 k% 2.256 0.342 66  kEkk
HrAE AR RS (SCHBL) -0.207 0.265 -0.78 0477 0.235 2.03 * 3k
AR R () T — — — — — —
P S AR ZE () —0.734 0.754 -097 —0.158 0568  —0.28
Fe kSRR (AL 0414 0.365 1.13 -0.825 0502  —164 *
e s ZE (R 0.819 0.265 3.09 BT 0.321 0.238 1.35
RS (BEBL) 11 — — — — — —
P s AR (R ) 0.051 0412 0.12 —0.448 0437  —1.02
K KSR (1138) 0.011 0.668 0.02 -0.27
EpR R R () 0.201 0.331 0.61 —0.090 0338  —048
LR (5CH) —1514 0.646 —234 * % -0.215 0444  —052
B (2 ) 0.453 0.466 0.97 -0.311 0.601 0.06
Pk (LB T — — — — — —
HHemk (228 —0.082 0.347 -0.24 0.020 0.336
W5 —E 2Tk () 0.770 0478 1.61 * 0.506 0473 1.07
P - 2 DAt (SCEL) 0.143 0571 0.25 —0.508 0688  —0.74
e (2B 0.656 1.156 057
ST (A /N FPEEAR ) —0.345 0.220 -157 * —0.025 0213  —0.12
FAST 585 (AR ) —0524 0.441 -1.19 0.309 0.352 0.88
I HREE ARG O AL AR R U Y H
e R —4.109 0.528 -778 %ok % —4.679 0554  —845 sk
BT NE 2,269 2,229
X2 HFEET 74.81 135.74
Prob > x2 0.02 0.00
B E AR B 0.0886 0.1393
SR —384.776 —419.313

stk sk T 1%, %% K D 5%,k 1 10% KHEETRERTIOICA &

T IPSCHI AL L) HRE IR 4 B R O A BRO THRERFI: | 2 T — M ZDFFEHEL THO RO A FENTTERN 20, 22Tk E2

HL77Ly R T Ty —
THIET, v F U TEEEREDIZ LT,

Yo, Yo L(ZIP (X)) (3)

COFFETIE. — KAl T 5720120 9 B
I % Treatment DAL L, BlomA: A
CBOMAAR) . WEBLOSEEE, SCBOBE,. /N
TR - PR T R MEA TV AR ENRT
W BLBSRRER Uiy . ALl (Fhag
) 7 EOBIERELHAE 2 X & L7-Logit
Model DRt 247 -72 (P (X) =P (Z=1| X)),
ZORERMD» S TreatmentZ 2 J 5 EEP
(Propensity Score) Z#R5, ZHUIXD., #
B B XN a —Kofb 87z, KITPAEEL

66

w (B LLIdPESTS) “TG” & “CG” %
Ry F U TEE, MHED YO/ EIT) . E5IC,
COMHDOWLKELTH LT, B Rd H—DOD5
L LTH2005 UTORTH %S,
0<P(z=1Ix) <1 (4)

Zhud. M UBISBWTRLZERXEFoH .
“TG" & “CG" D7 IV — IR REDNN DB
DB EERLTWS (Overlap Assumption) o

ZZTlZCaliper Matching®&Kernel Matching®
v FrTONEE L THW



EZR-6 Propensity Scoredft

BOATE) - RESBETDHBOT LD DIRRG- 2 5558

AL & Sensitivity Analysis 7T H

dy TZTO [KBLOB

— B FiHI i, BEE/IIET
QMH  Critical Q MH  Critical LTw3 i’%‘/ﬁ\ X }EA?Q ﬁ{t
for value for for value for
Matching ~ Effect  tff exp(y)=1 exp(y) | Effect  tii exp(y)=1 exp(y) T DWHE 2 ATV B 7280,
e e i 19 in o o e i s WS LR
! f ! 25-1. ! Y 50-1. - - -
- Caliper (001) —04339 -213 -  140-145 —05043 -295 -  155-160 i;ﬁﬁﬂ%f% CRARSYS 7
Kernel — —04921 -246 -  160-165 05066 -307 -  150-155 BHEZONDL, E5IT,
O GEEBJER | Caliper (001) 00202 049 0.699 ns 00564 132 2688 130-135 2P 2, s T A K
HHAARRAL) Kernel 00276 068 0612  ns 00709 173 2558  130-13 adiiate %?ﬁ—ﬁ;ﬁ%z{ﬁ
s (| CADerO0) 10910 026 ns 51301 -14 - LI5-120 BHD L, BRI
Kernel 13517 033 - ns -58084 -166 -  120-125 B EE e TWh,
SRR | Caliper(001) 03058 117 - ns -04865 -132 - 1.20-1.25
R Kernel 03904 149 - 105-110 -03211 -133 -  105-110
FELHHD Caliper (001) 00208 071 1168 ns 00552 171 3035 160-165 (b) HGHEH
i EE Kernel 00247 086 1074 ns 00621 195 3306 170-175 KT, EREEIC L -

T FEHIEA 10% AL L T Do IR BRGIE KSR T/ NMEE W2 E (lower bound) | #1k,

THEIENINE ) DITRE

F-EBE G O F i TLE KM E A\ 2 & (upper bound) k54 B ClLE B/ INIERE 272\ 2 & (lower bound) |

BRI - KA 9 RURE Tl K3 52 A3\ 2 (upper bound) 2k &L TV 5

(2) HEHER
ARIETIE, PEFHIHZE %% Treatment DAL L
72+ Logit Model DHEFHREFAT DN TR 5,

(@) —AFtHH

EHFHEICBW T ABITTHo7oh ) »
BT LR EADLE, KNE-5 DX kR
Ehotz, HFI—TE, (L77LYR P
7)) —THBI9ELRAE TN EHART) CH
OHARDFENIFE, — AP & 7 DHESEDS A3
S>TWh, ¥ (L77 VYA 53T —Th
B EBAEETHH LD EHNRT) #EEHh
FRAETHLGEIIEICHEE R, HiE LA
X BIATIRZE L M U<, RO S L AR
LD OADERERZITVEEEZ NS, £
7ov KBLOWERE 2RI EKTIE. (L77 L
VA AT T)—THLFHRE T R
(&t - FRoEED L, BEATOMEL L) T
B2, W — AR TIRIEICH B ol T
Bl & oY — C ARROBRERSE D FIIZDOWT
WHIBE L2525, HHEBR O R E W6,
SEETPRON TS X1, MHRIIC OfSEIC
X %) HaRREIE L PO E O [
PRI 1 EHEREES L VW L ERIR LTS, F
7oy BRE LN OERIC X BB TS

TLEREARDL L, XFE-
5D RfERE R ST
9, Koz HLE, (LTFLVR -
AT T) —TdHDH19344EDRTAE T & R0)
1935~19444FEE T, 19454E IR E T 535
GIIRBANEICHEE LR, BHoRIT e, il
HELTWDEZ L) b b, S HIZERET
Z (L7Z7VL YR 5T —Th LI ER
REHART) KR - RFEBEAORESEITAER L
0. PR OR S LA E & OB DOBRDS
ZZTHIER SN

(c) Treatment %h5R

T, ~ABIE CTHE o2 T8 0HE
252 5B DWW TEE L7z, Propensity
Score Matching#: (2 & AHEFTHE FIEKZE -6 IR
L7z

T EDOFERFAFEI LT, “TG” (— ABiiE
TW=REORREERSH D) & “CG” (ZABH
= OBBERIRER L) ORNE. miE 0N
WIRFREFEMERIRN & W) IR SNz 6
ITFZERRRIC, —ABTETCONDZ LT, 20
B OEREEERITN L CROBEIRER SN2, FE
BROHEFHE % & B & Caliper Matching® —5.1%.
Kernel Matching® —56% &b, v F2 7%
i S Z2vii4E (Unmatched K3E-4-1. 2 D
£i%1)) DTreatment Effectid —87% &M AHEFI/ N
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AT ADS D EDMERI NIz FIFAERUC
xF LT B ORI I BICHERR S vk
(Caliper : —0.434F, Kernel : —0.494E,
Unmatched : —0.744F) .

KIS, k& U OEIERERISHL . DV
EREERD e W & VI RIS T 28R 2 W 5
Ly TG OFHFECHEFRTIEH - 7228 ([FEIE
R+ ¥R 2 L] Caliper : +2.0%.
Kernel : +2.8%. Unmatched : +4.5%) .
Treatment EffectiIfatNCEBELHEREZHL 2
ETE LD o7

E LI HRR - AR R EIC BT,
“TG” OFMEVEMHE (Caliper : +0.31 5.
Kernel : +0.39/%. Unmatched : +0.30/) TH-
7ehS, FRSHERTINICA B R 2/ L 2 3T
X Lol

LT, ~ABOBLETEDOI LT L LD
. BESER AN - RIS LT ADR)
REDHS5TVD I EDMHRINIZH, FEFEITOW
TN CH B RAERIE DN o 72, st
DOFATIZETIE, MR SN EMMICBI %1
ED DWEANDER % B RE. BRI - K5
BT OMIE EF o2 Il E LTid, ATk
> TV 5— ANBREBRAFERNCRE SN TWnbH Z &
WEZHND, RO E. R ENTFKIEITA A
PRBR 7 EOLRBE: - At SRS 2 & T
WA SN D, ZHICE LT, BRI 03
A BEROIWY b LTWBEEF (7)) i
W334%(2T &3 (EEIFEE P54
B AR R D) . BERNC X B0 (K
1) AN ORENZBII L VA b0 L nz
5o ML—ABHTTHHTH I I LIzEWITX
D, FIEPRZIZCVEDE RS EEZ BND,

KIZ, HHETEEIN -2 LA LD O
15 R BFEITOVWTESRE Lz, 3. FREICD
WTHD L, RPRFEMR, FRPAERE ST,
Treatment Effect ?YEICAEREE 252 Tnb
Z LR s e ([REE53E] Caliper @ —4.8%.
Kernel : —42%. Unmatched : —112%. [k
SEH] Caliper : —0.504E. Kernel : —0.504E,
Unmatched : —0.884F),

68

FNLHOT-EHDHE (Outcome) 122\ T
. DT oy Lo Tnb, 9. FIAIEIE
BUEM & 72 2HERIZOVWTE “TG” OFAHEW
MRS SN (Caliper : +5.6%. Kernel :
+7.1%. Unmatched : +9.6%) . £#iHEIZX 5
THEINTFEDIL. £ ThnT & &
WAV S— b« TN, N CTEDH%RB 7)) — 5 —
ELTHIWCWRH E R BHERDS (FIRID) &
WEWI RSN, 7ok 2. BATE L
JE - W72 S SRR AME > Tz & LT
b, HHEICX > TEIFN T LI B
2L A TN/ &0 LI, R - BT
AHITH D LV RERAF SNz ZDO—DDE
HELTEZONLDIE, [H UAESRFRLETH
S>Th, BAHEL LTEFNZZEICED, Blo
BRAFNADME L AT R BEREERITZ
BolZ e DEZ oD, FIEREBELIC
DNWThH, BADTreatment Effect?’d % Z & Ak
FaEn/z (Caliper : —5.13#47 H. Kernel : —5.90
77+ Unmatched : —495% H),

M2 T FEHHEFOERMERERIZOWTA
A& WEHUICA B RIEDTreatment Effectd
LT R s (Caliper : +5.52%.
Kernel : +621%. Unmatched : +7.90%). Zi
i AHRHETAE TN RARICED
FEHHE L AL ET 2R L &R L
T\Wb,

Z Z ¥ Tl&, Propensity Score Matching#fEZT
OFERERL72A, RIS, HWw/zPropensity
Score Matching#fEZZB VT, HEFIHFIZEDILT
WARGHAYRAL LTV B 0289 D OGIE 4T - T
W,

22T T oBIg TR LEEE M (X)) &2
YhE—VT52ET (XOFEHE—L L),
AKX L CTreatment?id % 2> &9 H .
OutcomelZxt L THIN. TH B L) T EARE S
Tz (F(X|ZpX))=f (X|pX)))e

Rosenbaum and Rubin (1985) Ti&. < v F
CIUVEEICL Y, FoREE, “TG". “CG” M
V=T DXDOFHMEDINA 7 ADHIE S T
BN OWT, W7V — T OFIGED IS L T R
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EFK-7 Standardized Bias

— NPT o i
Caliper Kernel Caliper Kernel
1935~ 19444 4:h Before 176 176 —-119 -119
After -04 -3.4 =53 0.1
19454 DI Before 6.7 6.7 575 575
After 12 3.1 95 85
AR (B Before 145 14.5 287 287

After =01 1.2 —40 1.0
BRI () Before —190 —19.0 —102 —102
After  -22 -5.0 —23 0.4
R RFBEA (BB Before —56 —5.6 —353 —353
After —-31 -0.4 -32 -73
R A (BES) Before 349  34.9 238 238
After  —1.3 6.6 —81 16
WA A% (B8)  Before —106 —10.6 —21.3 —213
After 04 -1.6 -06 —36
K REBEEE (R Before —38 —3.8 — —
After =11 =1.2 = =
FebkificE (3B Before 99 9.9 3.1 3.1
After  -09 -1.3 21 40
EHTR B (LB Before —417 —41.7 -166 —166
After  —43 —-11.0 -23 -29

P () Before 8.6 8.6 —120 -120
After 0.8 3B -0.3 —-12
Ferkk (B8 Before 0.6 0.6 17.8 17.8

After 37 1.7 04 08
IRt —E A% (L) Before 166 16.6 133 133
After 43 9.3 0.0 15

PRk Z Ml (AH) Before 4.1 4.1  -98 -98
After =36 —1.0 00 —11
ST (B Before 7.3 7.3 — —
After 4.0 4.3 = =

B (RN HZEES) Before —237 —23.7 -75 75
After -39 -3.3 3.7 0.6
ROrs (RN P24E)  Before —136 —-13.6  —12 —12
After 00 —-3.7 0.5 -15

(Standardized Bias) LI TFORZH W, N4 T
A%HEETL T 5%,
XT — )?c

Bias (X) =100 o= Vare oo T2 (5)

X . X FEhEh “TG". “CG” WTHXDF
¥z, var, (X). Var, (X) iZZh£h “TG".
“CG" WTOXD5#AE/RLTv5b, Rosenbaum
and Rubin (1985) Tid. Standardized Difference
AR0%FHBZ 5 EZFZDEIRE W (Large) & Eh,
72N —THOXDTREED D B & LT\ b,

AR CTORBRIC, A TAZRE L, vy F v
T DR TNA TADEA L 2D L, TXTDE

BB T, 10T Lo ThB I Ehbrb
(HM#£-7)o

< F U ERNCASL E, Kernel Matching®
TS T AHgA LT %,

Rosenbaum and Rubin (1985) 758 DiPrete
and Gangel (2004). Caliendo, Hujer and
Thomsen (2005) DR (10%Hi A 2> &9
) IHEZIE. MHEDXOFEHMEASEM L, 45
WA T ADWYNEL oo TNDHEWVZ B,

E 512, Overlap AssumptionlZ2oW T RT
B TR 5HRV, ZHUTOW TR D HL.Z2
MRk e LTk, “TG”. “CG” MZV—T7D
Propensity Score ¥ EE5 i & Mas LIS 5 )5
EThb, TOMBEXE-8-1. 8-21TR L7
HMORAS “TG” %, EMORD “CGC" DEE
SRR LT %, 20O LS. FADE
Ko, “CG™ TR A AR - T
LZENbhNL, LrL, EOREDIKRTHN
£, Common Support?s143-Td % DHBHAETIX
AN

KR35 UM OMGE & LTHITHEN LD
A%, “Minima-Maxima Comparison” 3 T® %
(Caliendo, Hujer and Thomsen 2005), = Z Tl
— 77 ® Propensity Score?’ it 75 @ Propensity
ScoreDi/MHE & ) /NS WEIIE, WIZ—HD
Propensity Score?h/5 ®Propensity Scoref X
EEDDBREIVBIUMEARET S LT,
Common SupportZfEZ L. ENL HWOEDEL
WEDTE 2 02 RS 5 L TH %o FHITRT
L (KFE-9-128). ~ARiF I V-7
Propensity Score DX A% [000674, 0.38588]. JE
i BE 77V — 7 DPropensity  Score® [X [ A%
[000098. 0.33427] T A4, Minima-Maxima
FL# 2 X D, Common Supportid [0.00674,
0.33427] &7, Z?dCommon Support sk 5
BIAMEORZ A2 &, 2269 (HIIRAD & HRT,
2119 (L) EHIEIZ6.61%E /NS VHEDT
Hotze bL. ZOHIEIRE WG, HEHS
N7zTreatment EffectOIPWNIKIER LD RIT
X% 5 7%\ (Bryson, Dorsett and Purdon
2002) o
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KZR-8-1 Propensity Score® £ (Z ABE VS, — AFHHE)
Z A (0) vS. —AH (1)

0 1
.
15l
>
2
Sto-yM4-—-——+————— e oyt
| ‘||| 777777777777777777777777777777777777777777777777777 | ‘ | “| | 777777777777777777777777777777777777777777777
o I ‘“|II|I|.|.........-..-. H ffffff ““ﬂmlnlmll
2 4
Propensny Score
KFR-8-2 Propensity ScoreB & 545 GELHRH A VS, FriH )
JEEREE (0) VS, BERHE (1)
0 1
0
15+
2
2
310
5,
0,
.6

Propensﬁy Score
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EF-9-1 Common Support HI#NZ & % BLRE O B

(B VS, — AU

Propensity | — AT Y- N
Score (Treated) (Non Treated)
H /Mt 0.00674 0.00098
YNl 0.38588 0.33427
Matching I
Before After Rl (%)
ALL 2,269 2,119 6.61
Treated 104 103 0.96
Non Treated 2,185 2,016 7.73

EFR-9-2 Common Support Hl#12 & % BlE O BB

GEF R HE VS, EnH )

Propensity At A b e
Score (Treated) (Non Treated)
/Ml 0.00644 0.00124
RKAE 0.54602 0.62971
Matching S
Before After HE (%)
ALL 2,229 2,080 6.68
Treated 127 126 0.79
Non Treated 2,102 1,954 7.04

(3) Hidden Bias

Propensity Score Matchingi®: CRi#g & 3 4CIA
R ITHRVGETH D, Xea >y ba— LT
7B, TreatmentDA Mk & HHAIA W RE 2K &
OHBIZE LY ¥ a 3, T A0 5 L5
ENTw5b (Heckman, Ichimura and Todd
1997) 0 9 L73EMIEARROGHTIC S HTITE
> TV,

BHPSZM \» 72, Behrman et al. (1994) .
Rosenzweig and Wolpin (1995). Ermisch and
Francesconi (2001). Ermisch et al. (2004) 7
EOFATIHFE T, & £ 9 720ASn B X 5
HEHWT, Ex)72vEoEy%2EHZ LT,
417 8 2\ EE DO REBURF A OBLNAN g 7 23R
(Outcome & Treatment B 5 1T HER) &
> hua—)v L. Linear Probability ModeliZ &
HISAINWHEET AT o T B LA LGAH. B
THWTWBIPSCTIE, R EDE £ 9720
NG F2RB L TR A E ) 720 odRls, SE
OAHET TR TE 525 FAEIREARNELF

U X 91a, FREREEIMOSIIRI 2 L1 bh
LW, TOXI) RO EIT) LW TER
WITIZBRAADH %o

ZZ T, A TlE. Rosenbaum's Bounds
(Rosenbaum 2002) #H\%Z & T, BHIATHE
BRI L HEFNA 7 A (Hidden Bias) #°
Treatment EffectiZ5:z 25581 DOWTER TS
Zr L L7 (Hidden Bias: BARMZRHMERIHTEEC
DWTIE, filign 2 B E 7o),

TIZZ 2 TE 2 1% %Hidden Bias& i #
ZAbNBdol LTk, HXRIZXAFRYR—
FEZONL, T &b AN HE LT
J& - WEHLTLNBZ LT, HEBASRETRE & 72
0. HHALADHI$ 5 Z & T, FEL~OHFH
VBV RT LI EDEZONDL, TRUSLT
by BRE LT HEERECEE Lo &8
Ay (W

(4) HEEHER

RIZ. Propensity Score Matchingi®iZ & A4
FIOSELAAST BE 22 BRI X BB 2T A
Treatment Effect O REIIFHETE 200, H
RISV 6T (BRIATT R 22 R OB ED
“TG” & “CG” ®Treatment Covariate®d7% v X
WoRITH 2 55278 DEEHR I TR, &
DL HLWETEELZZITTH, Treatment Effect
HFRATHINCAH B TH B DI OV THGIES %,
THEE LRI S0, T OFRILHEE
A Z 723546 Treatment Effecth’e{ b &
9 DTIE7 <. Treatment EffectfSHEXFIAIC
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