T EREVINRESTISE S 7
7R R

RBEHLSHFENTRER X Z N K FEERFHEEITE (Propensity Score
Matching) & 77 i % B MOk 2 B L. AR SR BT JUAN B 33X — O ik #
TRIF. B4, AXZARE T HEELERY ZOH L. KRR TFHE
FREFROEN . K, B —ANEREG], RSURT T M (E T fe ey £
HEmE. F=, NERAERXZNARURAUTFHREZER
( Counterfactual Framewodk & , < > B 7 W 1a 4 T B 4o {7 38 33 42 51
3V B AT % 2 4 SRIE 8% (Unconfoundednessk # By #F 50 # 47 1 B R
MeE, B, A SRR T B fo B )3 o BTk it A TR B AT T B
W JE, T B AT 1 AE IR B PR 2 5, ARSIt ab T 490 1 i T R 9 9 T

FEE7 FRE® HmECE SRR RESEE

FEREZ A UET Y, AR — AN VAR RAE T T
ARV e L AR R e v ORI AT S AL HE 18 (Sobel, 1995,1996,2000
Morgan & Winship,2007 Winship & Morgan,1999 Winship &
Sobel,2004) & &R geit42 7k, i EULEC (Propensity Score
Matching) 2 BBOREEZ AL, IFEBE Y AL LR AL 2
SEATURAS R T T2 N (Harding 2003 Morgan,2001 Morgan &
Harding,2006 Normand et al. 200%; Smith,1997.

FAXS T2 0 T HAR T, R VLA AL SRR hiad
S RN EOR . AR, B OO (256 T 5T AR 50T O
HS B DCAS,  HARr i Oe Az s L ke, I R )
WE N AT St e ASSOREMONAS IT T RGN AR — Ty ik £ES

U Mk Bt R FiAd A RBEE LT K FRAF A5 LHRO RN, FRAME
ZERAFTREQEHEL, X Ta k.



ARSI

AR LTI BTA ELVEEC A P 5y R DA S e A 2 2 i A T 9 A
Mo 5 N RIS R ARG K F s {5 1 4L DG PR PR L A 512 it o
Feo fES =F0r, BAR MR FMGE- AP A
[ {5 DEC PR 45 SR T AEAT DR AR 5 0 28 DU 3 7R 1T 1 R DL P 5 O
& LY PR DR SR V8 5 3R AT 1] 0T LU e ahb Fo 7 4 ) L DL IS A
b I N EW R A7/ & i Bl 0V e A R d S S 5 e < < & N N T TR (ER UM/
FEAER)—SEJa BRI . dRfi, (TR A SO B IR BT (VL I ) e
Bk .

o WU AEVER: IS R SO TR AT SR X

fiitIa{E (Propensity ScoreiX M kE i 5 H ILAE 19834 %' AR fifi 4}
(Rosenbaum -5 (Rubin) &5 1— 4k (i {Ex-T- g2t
FUH LR AN R R ERDY B 3CH (Rosenbaum & Rubin 1983).
650 1) L Fi 4 BIF 50 110 A A A 4 1) w88 21 ¥ R 9 42 & ( Confounding
Variables (11 UL 52 2L Fh B AR 5520 (1 5 2 . 78— M 1) Sk
WEFH, I TAAAEAR 2 HAh AR f kIR B AR SRR 2 [ OC R,
WFFE IR ME AR R — 3 Z M R (Net Effects)’ #lln, K222
BN BIHR AT BESZ BIERE PRI LR M X 22 S i S Y i AR 1K 5
LTS} A sy =S PNEOR B S 1 NS B & s M N PN IR S ST Y ON I
S ATRE S T VRVE A R VR o IX SR A R ) 5 R A
PR ZE (Selection Bias, 118 i 5 [ {EL VT 1 5 =R 2 RIS Bk
TE PR 2 ) 0 AR B A RN & SR SO 2 S B AR
BPLNEUEY] TR X SR AN Logistic [RIABR k™ A —
AT AN 452 1) B AR 55 R (e, BIF9EE ] LA i 42 o]
65 ) L A 3 1) 3 95 P 1 2 o A 9 85 18 14D 8 ) AT PR AIE AT SR 4 1 (1) mT
SEVE. ES AR AE R ik, ULEC (Matching) LRER T8 2547 .
SHEAID IR 52 B B AR 5% W (1 MAE 5 8%H 5Z B R i AR AT
BC X o 1T {63 1) R DC B Agh s £ A DG P A K 1180/ A7 (1050 1 1 AH 55 5 I
Bho FRHREIBR B8 611, B (E VLR e A 2 K HE
YN T2k K2 B0E B HE R UEAB AT it ) (. CRE B K22 MR
) M EIEAL, XA TR T P KSR Bk K2z a4,
DRI R VAT (PRI 7% 1 A 0 1) {1 P ok R rh sl bk 7



ARSI

PN B2 el LR A R T R BB AT, A2 HAh R
AR, BB TR 2.

% R O RN ) AR A R A KR e 2 (James J.
Heckman ARVEAEIT G MFEAREEERIMEH KR, w2 bt
SRME R THEA B AR R AR IHE A B 58 I% £ Le PR AT
BRGHN—LE, Bilan, EENIEADERIH, AREMEAGAE RS
B, BEEEOE X TR R B R e ] o XSRS,
(Selection Effect {4574 B E Bl FEASE G — 2 “ 7 197 o 1M
BT AN IR B REA, oA 143 R S5t & i Tk PN i« 5
e Bm % (Heckman,1979 Heckman & Smith,1995, [ XJ iX F
(R =R R AR O A N i I (SO Ol 7 33 VA i)
KIUEANAES 5 BN FERF I H el getE, s D R AR X
B2 5] BRItk (I HTHE N K28 SR IRATT BT G Lo 1 A8 6] DA AR B (R 80R
R, e &2 R 7 VAR RR O W 28 ki 713 (Two-step  Estimator ”
(Heckman,1978,1979

BATTA R PITHRIT AAG m {EL C FC mT LA 33 A2 22 AR S G R 5 (1) St
ARG R 2 T RSP ARG S . B ARSI AN Sl o 1P A
[ 5 VR TR A B A MBI, I IR AR 2 v 2 P 2P
P HAE A 2 — 2D BT, RIE AR A AN A 2 5 BRI 5 (1 MR
B, HBRIEFH . AR, X AMEGE AN AR AR T ARATT AR BE A
T XA 2257 . MR E G, DRMMAE =T
Z PP I R 0 T vk B T UCEC 2 4h, AT UK TR AE 5 )2
(stratification) E{44)> (sub-classification, &5 7EREA 2k )
WIRZEDI R OC R B AR n] K0T ] {4 4 38 A8 5 BT (91U 3 B o
U LE A T2 TR B AR iR, A E ER A  — ANE  AR R
PINB A LA, fllnkffeiid (Selection Model,
T H 4% & ( Instrumental Variable) , = X & 2 4 )5 ¥k
(Difference-in-Differences Method 75 245 /&, XFh 25 HUE7E
Aab PG [ AL PR B AR T 20 ISR, AT EIX P AME G () FEACIE 4R —
;r, RIEH % HAR SR 2 Al R T IR AN A2 2 AR
AN e

C AR EAE N VIARA 64 57 kAR AR A “E )298% (Regression Adjustment) ” .
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EAL R, FLAE 1997 4F, A LI KAt o R I s
Wr (Herbert Smith gl L&A FH 6 1] (VL 5 VBT 9T T B2 ot e 2 ik 2
BALT 5N (Smith,1997. #R1y, Smith IX 45 SCH 12 H 12
JE R EICEL %, PIGRAE R R IR SR RTE (2 51k
) (Sociological Methodology M L1, PAELLE, kK24
YU (Winship) FEERR (Morgan) 76 € 38 [ #1224 4F %5 ) (Annual Review
of Sociology I &L T Wl ik G vt 7 b T AR e, b
W T A UCE (Winship & Morgan, 1999, & Fokdi, 78 2000
TR, A 2 A0 G ) A DT C ) 3 B2 DG A SR A T BB )
B UG R BEAZ R, s FEAE b —Fh st sd H I G vk £ I8 Sk e
i) R ) T A L . 20034F, SRS il K272 5
iG] (David Harding 7t (SEE#L43%%%&) (American Journal of
Sociology &3 Tk SCHFFT#E X L IR FE FE R4 X D AR 2y Je L
ZARY SR, A BT ) (UL C T U545 22 T m  IAEA A — g Th HAR K
KAFATR ECAHPEE (Harding,2003. tH1E&4EX—FrBL, fi{E e
TC () 3R A ASE R T G B I Ot R I RN B — M e vk v o Al
Beckerf! Ichino 71 20024 & A T AJ LAk A Statalt) H -1 [a] 2 VL B 1)
B pscore Leuven & Sianesith 7t —4FJa kA TAM I S KA
167 ) (L VG BE (R A5k psmatch2 33X 6 4s PR B [ T & A1 17 {8 UC I T 4R
TEAL S AU R 2 N . ARG S ph s 2 R e AR,
A 20094, 7E (EFEMEL2AVFR) (American Sociological Review
A CGREFE S EEY BRI, R VT e A ik ik
T 2000, WARWKHEE S BEMAH. Jolk B, 5 )
SEZ 7 (An, 20100, RTRASE, A2 AT AL wEse, e L
it 8320 R H F A — 5@ R e v 9 5 1k T 43 1R R 22 (1) EE A

G 11 L U PO A A 25 2 A0 N PRI AL IE AR AR, IR AR5 2700 K
FURE R A ORI A AN TR o FNGE T 224008 P9 (RS2 360 et AN R,
A DORGEON BT TR T AW #aE . AEIX AN ok, BT
PRI T A AR e Mg PERE 5T (Observational Studies(Rosenbaum,
2002, 75 SR T, e 2 i) L Bl LA (Randomization
TR IR, AR EEPERE G, R BN AN AT RERT . BRI,
FEo 22 GBS TR A TR 25 BR ST AT P AN AL 5 0C ZR IR IR HR A ] ik
G b 2538 B SLAMVRIE R R . B0, AF24E (Brand) RS54
20104 (EEA 24 PER) —RIR A% T MR 2= 20E Al
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N K ZIN FTAEAE Rk FrE 2 (Brand & Xie,2010. — 50, RE A
Z T ARERS b KAt e T AN NBE RN S, i e N AR
(1) TAE P AR A BI04 T A TR T 5y o i SRR AT SRR AR
oY AR, WA A WA KEHE TR RN, HSERR
by R RN R 52 2 S N RE ) IX AR AR K R ok
(inflated) * 7. 55771, RE N FREMERACA BT KBER
WHELA S BT P . 0 IXEe N, B TE R T R 8E, RIfEE
M N FURIE BPP K, e S iR KiK. EX R
O AR BATIREA I T KT TE N, FRA Tt R K2 B 1
IR WAR PSR AR AR BEAE L, 1T RIS () VR AL B S
S 5o X TIXPEREE 2, BATAT LU I v 2R 2 A5 I AR Y
(Selection Correction Model >k T, HIXAMEEAY ST KR N
e AT, 00 PR DT C A FRAT T A 7 —f 5 Ay EE 00 i 488 (1) Ak 3
ERIERZE N T A2 N1, FORaE NSk e o e A T4
ERETINT

o WA AEDE R St R A S

FEIX 5y, S8 H A R ) (B VT G R 7 3200 A b B 2R 5 AL 25 1
A 200543k 117 M) 45 (CGSS2005 [HIAH AR K il T [ 4k 7l it R K
FHCH B . o AR SR IR (20044E 2 AN, &
L% SRh2a . AN rany R DR IBARG . AE PRl
A BUTHLE . B ITATWATE N D, IR R I E SRR H. 34T
KO AR R R VI H AE KT (L=R¥EARREE LU E; 0=K%A
BHAE L) AT E G RRE R EAHE: YEnl (1=LkE; 0=5
PR R BuA S (1= 0=4E% ). SCRBBE KT (1=t
HE ML b O=m A LT AR (=T o s o=ARIT
FUED S By B A AR B R SR I B M it (1=5e BOPLOR ;s 2=
Ak 3=[EF N A= RS 5=FHAN) . AR RUX E AR
KA A R X A B S VRIE BB AN Z TG &R (Li &
Walder,2001 Lin & Bian,1991; Shu,2004 Walder & Hu,2009 Xie &
Wu,2008 .,

PRI TR LRI A R AR O AR BN B B R, (H



ARSI

P — L XS . 100, A AR X TRV AR B 1 AR RO
[T, BRI i AE B T ISRV AR N IR R K2
PN RCR Z A AE —FP M DG R o IR 2 A fih = 211 AN 5K
Bk (Morgan 2001) i, FATAHE R SN PERXTBON T
S 2 SRS SN (additive). HR, KEFHH A
HRBARE M R P R . XA RETRIE S £
FUE R — NN, WA K2 HE, AN 24K
o AR, EBRRBR IR FATFTOCO R SN (1) —ME=
U= AR R — R RG22 AT (2) —A
(EREBAE R AE R RS G 2 2 2K (D) AT (2)
SEPIAANFI R ), T R A R AT XA e, i T e AT
SR, RO EE SRR . B, B TIRE AR EAIIRA I
() B AR B2 [RAFAERI DT, a7 S oK VRV AR B AN 22 JG RIS A ]
REr = AR R ) . U ) (LD A kA5 ) T X SR A, RIS
Wk —FhAES 8 (semi non-parametric )y i 4 T 1 IS =
AR CEARIT S, I8 ISR A LR LD

AR PRI R . X — R H ARG A 48 H Logistic
5% Probit ALK FIANAE N R 2E S B % . JET R, £33
WREER (WE D, ©

&1 FRRUME B Probit BIHSER
EIEER R Z1g

Wi m -1.35 .35 -3.83%
PR SEBLR 1.89 .28 B.75%*
ALV A Ak A1 22 48
ALV B AL 1.40 22 6.26%*
BRATPE R AR AR .32 31 1.02
SO SEEHLC -.03 .28 -11
AR [ ) .28 .19 1.47

C ZPTABAREF A, BB A EREEN, BAMER T AR (Logistic XA Probit) ,
T /& FAd T B R BOR T WA 4R SRR, B ] b dRsn i) £ F.

@ H o R FEGHF AT E ALK B G SBIR. sh, §TF C6SS2005 A M BAMKE A
KW EE, MAFHKFELRGES R,
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SOORIAITERT: SRR -.26 .31 -84
Lt .07 15 44
A -1.38 .18 -7.66%+
R -22 .03 -8.19%+*
GRS 0 0 6.81%
o 6.13 .78 7.90%+*

Log likelihood = - 678.365

Pseudo B= 0.1746

FE: *p <0.1, *p <0 .05, **p <0 .01 (k).

W R L RATTLURIL, X MR AR BN E — X e K2
2 ST LLAR I ARRE 11, 31X — ST LU R? (Pseudo R (R4 (i
i 179%) FHK. SRR, XA R EIFAME, Hik
AT DL H 2 20 rp (1 VR G AR B e 0 LU A 3 M T A PR i T E N K
ESEE DI

R TSR . A T LI Probit#EAY, FATE
REBS T RN T AR R . T ER 1, BRI
A AR s (A28 N BB (EK S BN, BRI e i 4k BIAH L AT 1)
ANMA o TR AT ) (B AR R W (0 N R A 5 2 D I AMAAE AR
A TR A BAT IR A IS S, i LATE BB S 120 Hh 3t I e %
FEREZS, XA 1S S BATHE AT = 55 208 IO [BHR N A 0] RE IR
FHIREA LB L — TR AR I REAS TN o £EIX AN e A 1 DR A AR o,
BATREWE O 320k = S5 A AR R A 32 3 s S E 1A AR DL e
Ao T CAYE A o6 ) L %) B Y A PR oA L[] X TR) - Ccommion
suppord "o ABFFTHILEIX AN AR 3164 (Hirh B KA
H229 NDo FEIXANIEFIX P, FAT 1A R VC RS 52 52 1 K2
AN 229 NRIE 2 KFZE 1) 2935 ANFLXT o 6 FA ik K201
AR A, ERCE RSB VCHE (FR5 A (R (B3 BBl
R ERZARANMA B USEL), 2FARIEES CLAAMA A BT A b oy,
DUREANEUE R A%, 1RGN T 3% B 2= Ak A T

O XEERMHARECENFZ QT FHHE. EHE, GFAEGEAMFEME, X225
AT B R
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fe) AR AL RS, ©

D= BT ULRCPEA AT RUR R A o AERXAN VLRSS 1)
FEA, AT LEROIS LS AR B (MR K BN 2=
(B P LA T RS2 B A BN RS - e T B REA PR 617 A
EABL, BER AR AR R R HE R AL, SRR A ) TR
AR, AT, BAMG RN CERSEME B 257
FUHREH TR A A L. Bl n I E R R 2 Fros.

x2 LR SR
. 3 PrdEiR | TIH
HEMIN HEMN | & #
EISuRIYIT .05 12.87
233 2971 .730
7 *kk
AR DT .05 13.93
230 2971 770
(4% 0.0D 5 ik
WU .05 14.36
232 2971 764
3 *kk

T (D d T RATX R LR B 2 R HE AL ICRCZ R A N, FAT %
TERUR A I m B IO (RS2 T A b () BRI LR LG R
RECRT 52 B A A PRSP Ab B (Average Treatment Effect of the
Treated) ", 5N ATT.
(2) *p<0.1, *p<0.05 **p<0.01 (WHtaI).

MR 2 ATLURIL, AFEVLEC A T3 2 AR R R R B
e, ARSI KA I AAAEAN ] UL BC 7 3R AT REAT
AR SR AT AR REAT TULHC. AR MK LEA R (UL R T VAT
SR FEA 80 CREUE 0.73 8 0.77210]) . XU R EHE K3
N FIR . FOAT R AR A 2l K2 B A AL, KA
ik log CEHN) 1324L.

i BV, AEAR o TSR, AESER T IULRCEL S, T

C SRR A A, EARRIZREIEA Tt K FHF AR (B R ERIE) e
Ak, MARENZ4H42 (Kernel Function) #9BA (#JL Guo & Fraser, 2010).
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RSB MEE R AR A AR A R IR E & 22
AR DU K22 AR A IR R MR B 2, X
ATAT ABGX AR B FE A2 P47 (balanced . FRTRIE, XHLA
Kt as R ok, HIRA] B b Cald TP R .
WE AR, A6 v R UE O IE G A BUPE T (Sensitivity Analysis S5
FRATTE SOOI 110 {7 P 2 75 220 T SR L OC B IR TRVE AL o FEBBUEME S0 AT
BrBe, A VBEAFAE A EE A IRATEAT e hIRE R &, i
T AR VA A 42 ) AR R WA PR 55 W) ) D91 R A 8 0 I vk e A AT
218, TATSE A Ei a1 AH OGR4 56 o

O]

= R DL A R RAE R

P (LD 45 AR T A e 2 AR, it
ST IR SRS IR LR
WA T LR

(—) BEEHEAENERE

A6 ] L DG P XoF BRI SR 5 98 1) S 1 S M ks 11 2 RE B 3 2 St Y
XTI OC R BRI o A FRA TR S R R PR iz, FRAT A AR 2= [R]A
)2yt P HF 35 8 (John Stuart Mild %) sk [F]3%: (Method  of
Agreement J23K 5t (Method of Differences)iisig (32 1/F,201%
Mill,2002/1984 Sobel,1995,1996. K [rlik & 87— M EEAAT T A
HAEM AN EIUEA A (B A NS B TR, RN T A2
ERTRD AR EREARE (AR ZrE, A RA
R, 255, AKX LR CRE¥EHE R K B
RKFR. KL MAAER & ERIBEAE, e AL

C BB E, W F ER T AR (Rosenbaum Bounds) . fEiZFiEF, KA
F) Ao 38 2 5 R AR ARAR BALGY R REAAM AT RAKR F = A6 Fn, LR T ARSOERR
HATHRMNATT, RAVEBNREM 269D 2 HOKTF RN L L EFIREEH, WwRE
M3 ZAAEE 1 B RERAN L LR OE TR E T, RARMNOH L LHE TARMEI. (24
Jo R AT ZBIAAARK GAFEL 2) 9T RERMNG AL T TRRRE, RNHAEBIA
A EATVE 462 5E4F(EM4) (Lin et al. 1997; Rosenbaum & Rubin, 1983) . A4+ KA
L AR MDA 3.5 I A £ 0. 05 49 K-F LB H,
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AR Al B AR & ERHCEAT R, RN BCEAN R 1 AR AP AR
w2 AR R R, IEWs EALEM PRSP T R AsE:, 2K
(B IPE EANe VS P N D RO P ST R s M oa A SE =N EWN- AL ]
(B E4E,201D. iR IAEIR R Sk, sk K8t {48
HZAMO AL BAR R AT S S HUAT S 8 AR R R (0 A PR
CRIFNEZESR A 7 AR P HUE A —FE, 1SR 2 B R A B AR i
VEAEA A FRAT 1A BRI SRR RO R o X SEBr BTN T 4%
T AR, R g T S AR 5, FeAT 1A Re S ST IE A FAT1 %0
(RN AR 2 (AP AE R R OGRS
MNP (0 A B, A VT EC |2 T b b5 i T 5 2 ARG
A El. FATT LN MEE LR R e AN
TV T REFBE RN Z R R — MR HA A
BIIESEHAN N )X 22 405> (sub-classification JlAN A )z
IR CARUERE—AS 2T I AN N 17K Bl AR5 FRATIHE 4 2
RN MG RFZHE A KR, BGHXELRGEAEXK
(Rubin, 1997 UIRAFLEP/MEEL T (I K BEL T 15 S R FIA
NB IR, AT DL IX AR BAZ H 3l 2x2 AN/, AA
RLEX AR EIEUE A — ) (KES sl B e KiE?s
sl R MG KES Al B s, DUAKES Al BT
%), LERFA NS EHE AL RN G LAk, B,
W0y 77, FRATSERE T “ P IRE AL B ) TAE . (HREE TR R
BRI Z, XA R T AT T o i, W RIRAT B
5 MBS, BN RAT 5 ANBUEAKCE, Bl Tt 5814 5°=3125
ANNE o ARPRBAT B A S A SRR — A A AME . B
VT BC (1) I35 T Wb M fifg vk T IX A Z G AL & NI £ 48 Cmultiple
dimensional”™ jin] il : "L AN ST A A T EE A T (R VR A AR 1 1) AT
T T 4 X AR T Al N Logistic [7] U5 7 J P 4 ke P8 1) £ 5
fHo HEARUEMI I EVCHS, IXLEPr A 77 ZEH IR AL Sk 7% S 2
T (Rosenbaum & Rubin,1983 X FEAM S Fr I K0T 2 AN IE AL 1)
2 ) ARG (LR s T I8 21 B4 (dimension reduction” [ H
(Mo eb)iEdL, LA 2T Bl AR, BAIAREE I i
ELVCHC [ VB e 13, I B 3RAA th LR 218 . DRI,

10
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NI (0 A0 8 H A, AT B DG E VAR A M ok T 22 TRV AR B I 4
I, AN SCRE T R SRS

(D) Gt AEREE

A6 172 FL DC S 1%) DR SRR Th et el ok G v h 24 A AT IR . XL
BATFHEG N e FE92HELE (Counterfactual Framewobkix —4g 1273
o R (counter facts JefaAH R IGEE FIIEMRES. Bilan, —#F
5 NAE—ASEI h 9l 23 B S AL 52 H 2907 o X B NS IR 9%
oI E e RATTRE RS WS B s o e S s W FR R I ] —
FEIE N I AN 2 4 o0 B S IR A 0 AL, BV 2 B s dT
B AABA TR 2 AT AT BARS CFrg) A TRER I B AR PR
RAEGE 27 5 S B X (Rl — N 78 S50 20 I (R RE AR AN A0 JR 2
IS RREIR 2 T R 25 5o BAgidid,  Zoit2 b R o6 R nl A2 3 1)
Ce B S 2 A . MWRFHSEIHERL K, PRLR R 9%
RO LLRIR A

T =n[E (Yiw=1) — E (Ww=1)] + (1) [E (Y1|w=0) — E (Yo|lw=0)]
= [r E (Y1lw=1) + (1x) (E (Yo|w=0)]-[r E (Yolw=1) + (1x) E (Yolw=0)]

(REFSAERE T R R A D

EENAKE, T 2R KR: o LI80a AN S e
A, M 1w WELR RS T I SRR A0 ALt ()
B R R, A n=1/3, Mk LR NI E i 1-n=2/3) ;
w oA AR, Ho AR SEER AT O AT AL ;
Yo HY o 43 BIFR ARSI AR A 1R Bl R AE RS it B U . E U
BOPEME MR 75 R AU, E (Yo w=1)3 E (Yolw=0) n] Wil 1|
sz, 1 EQY 1 w=0)f1 E(Yolw=1)l& Rk F5. “HEKR T shEn
HSEW AP AR e RS 2 A E R CH
E(Y1jw=1)-E(Yolw=1)) 55X} fE4l (i) MAILe s e e 8k Z W] 1)
25t CHIVE(Y 1/w=0)—E(Yolw=0)) (1 I3 AU 5350k = A1 1)

R AE T, BRATTAGZE AR AN AT BEALI B S 5L RA T4, PSR

TR E R Bty 5 —ARBE T, RENARS EE2EHGRFLE, CNZEA T LA
HARF BN, deRAER @ty ik A E REANAKE, ZAPIRIE SR RA A E R B R, 40
B, AREIE B B FUR th 64 7 6048 18 3 10 )3 49 7 KA IR T A B AR RIBAL.

@ X E B (Y, [w=0) 248 X BELE 6 A “ho 7K B IR FTAFE) 49 B A F H44E. d B (Yolw=1)
W R AT A SR BT RN 6975 FTITE) 69 B K F 344,

11
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TiRE S HIRIETE Y, e N AT BEAE SEI0 4T sl AL, AN B[R R
PRALF L. SRR PR HE R 3 A 1) 8" (Holland, 1986 . 4 T
M DR HELS, BT TTEZEH nT I 2 ECY1[w=1)F1 E(Yolw=0) K%
1o B BRI A BRI S, R4 A 2 LR 4fF, X
EGETH24 FRR O ARR B (Unconfoundedness Assumptior :
E(Y1w=0)=E(Yijw=1)LL & E(Yolw=0)=E(Yolw=1) CJEiRiE{E
W)
AHEE Y, QR R ARTRVE RS, S SRR I R HE IR 4 X
AR -

T=E(Y;/w=1)-E(Yo|w=0) (A R A
O

H T A0 R R A 18 A AT A R P IR BRI 21, FAT Tl BE A
H R PES 1. Rt MRFHSEHEALH K, Be i R4 18 3 22
PeTARRIE B R EL . CBAL RGeS R Mg, T
BEANA I AL 7 343 T B S a6 ARG B A R i, w A Bk Rl R
MSEIGEE R Y B Yo B KRR T “HA)ifit, i w=01it/2E w=1, E

(Yp 80 E (Yo HMEASGZREM, B E(Y1lw=0) =E(Yw=1) H
E(Yolw=0) =E(Yolw=1), {HJ&, AFHT- A Tk tE o 22 7ok UE, 3&
THIABIBENIAG . 4 T 6 ARIRE R, FRATTREARIR S nT e il
WA, JFORUEIX LA — il ok, w staetgirBuh A Y, 58
Yo PREFBEST, Het)ifil, FRAIAEME:

E(Y1lw=0, X)=E(Y1lw=1,X)2L A E(Yolw=0,X)=E(Yolw=1,X)
(ARRE R AR R)

LEGRE], RS B R A X, IRA T RE g
LA wBRSZ T Y o FEM VLA, T X Le X Jd i Logistic
[5] U1 55 il ok — AN S IO R P, i A YR 3 Mt A 308 o s s fd oy
(ERE ST

E(Y1lw=0, P)=E(Yiw=1,PL % E(Yow=0,P)=E(¥|w=1,P)
(ARRVE RS P n) {H)

YK, ERFFAER T 49 B RSB TR T HAKA, s o MR Z A A AB Z%h(stable unit
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