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Rosenbaum and Rubin (1983)3& ! “ ] Zm&HH:"” fiix
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AR | —HERRI
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UL b —X—(one-to-one) ILAL, tHA] LAk T —XF 2 ULEC, than
—XFVUULHED, BPEFXT R MAE F-FRPUALAS [F) 2 1) e il AR UL G

U Be A 11 & — MK A7 7E i 2 (bias), TRIELE “KiHAULED” (exact
matching) FJEH T, BIXFT-Frg ILECERE X = X,

BE WA “JEFS#AILEDL ” (inexact matching), S AELRIEX ~ X,

EARFFRAULEC RSO N, Gk AT —Xd—ILES, WmZEECDN, =
UEON

AT X Z VLEC AT AT Z(EH T EZER), (ERER R
M T HEzrER).

Abadie et al (2004) 2 AT —XF VU VLS, Pl /M TT iR % .
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HIe v,
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28.5 fHiRIf55 UL

x, Al Re WA 2 M E . INEEH X BEATULAC, AT RE1E 2 RS
I, ARXESR 25 x AHUTH X,

AEHIR R E S (x), R K 4E & x5 B R 2] —4E, RIE
S (x) AT ILAC.

BN X 5x; 2 [a]) “LIRFEE” (Mahalanobis distance) N

d(i,j)=(x,—x,) 2 (x, - x,)

Hor, ZRAVHERE 2 S x RE AR B 77 7 0 b 2 S AL
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fEH S REEHATILE, ROV “SIKILE” (Mahalanobis

matching),

L IRULAECH)ER mi A, WER X R B A K EAE K,
WA Z3 % E 45 I VL BC -

Rosenbaum and Rubin (1983)%2 A “Mi[a155” (propensity
score, [&iC. p-score) K E & H

EX MK RN, xR, ME gk
B RN, Bl p(x;)=P(D, =1|x=x,), gl & ic p(x)

EflTE (OB, w1 S8l TH(probit 2k logit)BiAES £ fli v,
BIMAT BIJTVEN logit.
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i m 50 B & MER RS, EAMUZE 445, 1 HBYE
AT [0.1] 2 4] .

s x; 5, BE AR, AT AE p(x) = p(x;).

ik P AU [ 45 0/ D L 15 R B0 AT UL S, FRON “ IR0 4573 DL AC ™
(Propensity Score Matching, &1t PSM)s

PSM FIH KR T, R vl ARG PR e o, W R e €
p(x) E@'TEI%%T’ (Voi» YU)?}EQ'ETL:‘FDi o
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il RETIEER) (v, »)LDlx = (v,»n)LD|px)

WERA: BT D NEMNAE, lﬁ(R?ﬁiﬁ%P[D=1|yo,yl,p(x)]'—3
Yo, W JGRRIAT

P[D=1],, », p(x)]

=E[D|y,, 1, p(x)]

=E, , [ED Y5, ¥, X) | o, 1, p(x)]  CEAI R EH)
=E, , «[ED[2)] 5, v, p(x)] (] 2 EAEE)
=E, |, «[P(X)] 0, »1, p(%)]

= p(x)

24



N T REMIEATILHD, 75 2L7E x 1R ] REEUE - #f [F i A7 AE AL 2
HEEHIHPAE, B “EHEEE” (overlap assumption)sl, “ JLHAC

iR ” (matching assumption).
R 28.3 EHEE
X T X HARAAT AT REHUE, #BA 0< p(x) <L,

BB e e AL PR S I H X A T REAFAE S, 142 “H
SEE”; BT ILECHRTSE, MRRR “UILECEE 7

W ORUE T AL BE2H 5 5 ) A 6 1) 45 0 BB Y8 [ A R B R 0
(common support), Z LK 28.1,

25



e A B fE Vi

(Common Support)
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0 [ [
Ennlel AL TR

28.1 M) 75 5 1) 3k R BB Va1

EREATULECHS, JviRwmVLECR &, PICOR B BT 1S 70 B2 BE o
FIAAH SR FEAT &),

AR R F0 4570 SRR BUE VR RN, W & S 80w 2 -
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A AU [ 45 0 DU BT v ST S AL B AR, 1) — B 3R AN R

() EFEDEE X, . RERATBEM (Vo v) 5 DR AZ R
FERER,  LLips 2 Al 2SR o

(2) fhi1HiA453 77 - Rosenbaum and Rubin (1985)%: 1% LR
WY logit BEAY,  EEANELHE X, B s IR IS H.B) T

(3) AT AT 53 VLHC .

U0 SRAG ) 45 A TS R, A X, ZE VLD 5 1 AL ¥ 2H 5 428 |
H2 B ATy s), tbun, VOBD )G B A Y{E X, S 4035
B X, oo BRI s BRON “EHE-F17” (data balancing).

X year 3 Xeomror M ZZ P 5 TR FNTAT O, W0 REER XS X HBEAS 0 i x
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Table 11: Diagnostics of Propensity Score Matching: Less vs. More

The first four columns of panel A and B report the weighted mean and standard deviation of the
treatment group (Less) and control group (More). In panel A, the weight is 1 for all observations
because there is no matching yet; in panel B, the weight for units in the treatment group is 1 and
the weight for a unit in the control group is proportional to the number of treatment units to which
it was matched. The last two columns in panel A present the mean difference and the p-value of the
heterogeneity robust t-test that the difference is zero. The last two columns in panel B report the
weighted version of the same statistics. Panel C reports the number of firms matched, unmatched and

discarded.

Mean Treated Std. Treated Mean Control

Std. Control

Mean Diff. p-value

Panel A: Summary of balance of all data

Prop. Score 0.632 0.242
log(Size) 8.888 1.379
log(Asset) 9.191 1.135
Turnover 0.068 0.080
log(Price) 1.368 2.048
Panel B: Summary of balance of matched data
Prop. Score 0.454 0.147
log(Size) 9.280 1.369
log(Asset) 9.910 0.838
Turnover 0.077 0.094
log(Price) 1.448 1.959
Panel C: Number of firms

Control Treated
All 70 67
Matched 33 39
Unmatched 37 0
Discarded 0 28

0.304
10.255
11.008

0.095

1.340

0.454
9.357
9.925
0.078
1.802

0.192
1.755
1.493
0.105
1.716

0.148
1.175
0.847
0.060
1.566

0.328
—-1.367
—1.817
—0.027

0.028

0.000
—0.078
-0.016
—0.001
—0.354

0.000
0.000
0.000
0.098
0.932

0.992
0.817
0.944
0.957
0.428




2 “PRIENZEFR” (standardized differences)al, “FrEA 27
(standardized bias):

X

treat

2 2
\/(Sx,treat + Sx,control) / 2

— X,

contrl

HoH, 57 o 5557 comror 7T AL L S 45 41 A5 B2 x POREAR T 2
— W B R SE AR AE L ZE BE AN 10%; SR, U [R] 21 25 (2) 25
BEZ2%0)%, EHETHEEASS: scE B B UL ATk .

(4) FR¥E VLD 5 FE A4S (matched sample) it 5 I AL BN . S0
IR B M (AT AN TH e i — R IR =N
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@ NI i:gl-:—l ’

Hrh, Ny=D Db EAAMRSL
RS INE P EI AL BE N (ATU) il T8 1 — R 1B AN

1 .
:_ Z (ylj_yj)
NO J:D;=0

Horfr, No=2 (1-D) il kL.
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P AL NI (ATE) Al = i — AR IA 0N

| &
@ ﬁ;(fli—f/of)
N=Ny+Ny; GRD, =1, My, =y; RD, =0, Ny, =y,
AT AR VLG, AN BAR T
HiEZ—A “kE2BULHC” (k-nearest neighbor matching), NSS4

i [ 15 B ) k AN REIAAME . il k=1, WA “—X%F— VT ”

(one-to-one matching),

(HEE “ipedlr 48" AT e 257
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¢ 20.256 H A O pscore NBUAIG X IREARBRUEZ ;s TN “FR
HEZ =N “RRWNEIEBILAE” (nearest-neighbor matching
within caliper), 7£25 €~ ol FHEITILES, BVERRAT
) O e Ly 07 Ny |y i UL T
71— RULEE 7 SOV EARILACYE, B MBI VEEC 25 SR ONAS R4
)4 MR GHE | 225 4E common support Z ZhHIMA), R OER R

MRS A F G T A FE PR ECCEBER, mAEPEDN, i
FE U B E AT N 0).
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tban, EfGiE ATT B, Do IS THEHN

.)701': Z W(laj)y]

]DJZO

Hodr, w(, j) JyidE F Bt (/) BB

N S A% R ORI AL WG, ), WA DY “AZ LA
(kernel matching)w, HAAERIEN

Heckit .
K[(xj _xi)/h]

D) =S ey —x)

kIDkZO
H, h 5, KONERE. 9, TN “HEAfS TR,
(!
s H\é}’ljex PO MR T

1!
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NN, (LR | d’[%%. 2%2/%— M%%

I R EL R Al G, ), AR T R LT

ULEC” (local linear regression matching)s.

FiEZ N R B AR« _E’ii’\/l*f;%_”_ (cubic spline) K {11
w(i, j)» PR “FEZEULEC” (spline matching).

358 FF L0 LRI 7 Aok B4 e, e ABILAR G
KR, RAREL AETASEERY. SRR i

AAAETEH T — VMBI 0535, R e I8 HAR i ok
FEILEL T

INRFERIHANTEAZ(NBUN), WINEEAT A TR VLA .
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IR Z BA Al LRI A, AT 25 8 — X% 2 JL G
Az VLS, Lo mlLBCReR .

S SRR R I VT EC vk, R AR

PSM ) J&) FR 14 -

(1) PSM IE% 22K UK BIREA & B DAAS 31 = o = A DL

(2) PSM ZL3R b 38 2H 5545 i) 25 iR 7] 4553 A OK i 5 [R] BB VS
[l (common support); &, #ERBEZWNE, T3 TK

FEARA BAERE.
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(3) PSM 3= il ml AR = () 520, A AR A AT AR =gk
(selection on unobservable), 15F “fH{RZ" (hidden bias),

28.6 {54 VLEC R Stata 54

28.7 fRERIEILEA LT &

FEA R 4593 UL FC 28 — B B Al v [0 45 70 sF, - A2 AN e PR (RT s
F probit, logit BiIEZ{k11),

Abadie and Imbens (2002, 2004, 2006, 2011) 5 3 [[] 3] 5 a7 B (K]
PR, BT R H RV (ties) T k T ARILHED .
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e/mrs — l;v\_. \/OV(\()\bl{ .

i T A5 7 UL AK (inexact matching) — X 7 /E %, Abadie and
Imbens $#&H T IWZERIERIJTVE, BILREIEARITERMGTHRZE, 24
JE15 3] “ W Z R IEVLEC S 1T & 7 (bias-corrected matching estimator).

Abadie and Imbens 4 = 7F &b 3 2H 5% 4% %l 26 P 54T — ¥R L
A, 1927577 250 N HEOL AR bR R .
PSm = K w3

28.8 M EZE BRI LA

WA, WAPAEARA T AR e, A J LRI AL I T VA

() REMHEZHMRAINA R, Phke ] ZIEERRE, 2
Je i UL BC At
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(2) T SR 5 A b B A B D, () A ET 0 AR B A o A IRT T A, T HL
A7 PTG P < 0 2 4300 1l 775 T -

(differences-in-differences PSM estimator).
(3) MEAWAEEE, K2 Wiad EE, 2005 9-12 47,
(4) M THEAEE, WS 13 R A EE R AR A

(5) AR AR AT AR B 3k 43 1) 52 Mo KA T AN AT AR = e B 1) 52
M, 2 W, Altonji et al (2005).

AT NI E 29 PSM, B Heckman et al (1997, 1998)3% 1.
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A AR, S AT I o, S Ja B I Oy .
EN e, SRR R KA, WA MR TSRS RIS ATE N Yoy o

ERTI, KR TR, M PRI, 1R (B 5%
5&)5 yo;(ﬂi%%% '7_'%5\/52) 0

XU E 725y PSM ROL B R $& 2548 AT 20 P AR -

E(Yo, = Yor | X, D=1)=E(yy, = yo, | X, D=0)

ELECE T, IS ATT:
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— ]

ATTZV Z (Vi = Yori) — Z @yOtj—yOt'j)
JijelynS,

1 iE[lf\Sp

e

He, S, A FE T H B £ S (common support) ,
I ={i: D, =1} (b FHH A, [, ={i: D, = Oy (FEHIHMES), N N
HEEL NS, Fra & AL ERH MRS, 1w, 7)) s BT EE X @ ) Y
KB, W] A% UG B 30 2 1 [e] V3 DT BC ) 7 122k A 78

JiEINN S — Iy = Vo) NACFRH AR @ 250 [T o A4, 1M
5 I Doy — Youy ) WIONFE R ALAME j BT 5224 -
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W EE 24> PSM LB IR .
—& . WAL E D, 5 A E Xl TH 157 .

L 3 2N/ i O ECE A N N R A N PR U e S W LT o6 it 4G
’MMW%Eme)

v 2N i R O SRR R S Y VA N R i MR AP S e T o

(ym yon)
/_/\—\f

FVUD . T ASERH R AME @, TS LGRS i) 454 i 21
MERIHTE 2R Qg — Vo), HT€lon S,

B 13Ot = 200) 15 Oy =Sog) B AT AT 12
VL e o A e I UC i, B350 177
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C—ovr\g F\"”% .
W E 2 PSM AL s AT L i AS w0 (unobservable) {H A

BE ) 18] A8 40 (time invariant) 1) 2H 8] 22 5, bLanAb#E2H 54 2H 7 )
K EH MW AFERIXE, siab B 56 HA8H 7 AR EE RS,

28.9 W [RIHR EAE

AT AR I — MR IRTE I &, A I AbEAE & D, 5e 4 1 ¢
ELEAR B x, 8 TR I T KT R E

P& LA T o3 A AR & X 5 FR N “ 432078 & 7 (assignment variable).
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5 a2 b oR2EN TR, Fk B RS & (D)% 4
HUERT H e 25 gt x e S 500 77

D, =

l

1 fix, >500
0 Fx <500

e RS BRI ELS R 053N Yo i) o

T D x e MERR AL, WES € X TR DL T, PR DA N E
B MDA (Vo 1) > 9 2 P BBSTE(RUE -

(HAGEME ] PSM, RN B S BGE AN e, X T AL BRZH 1l m
AT x; 2500 i A AT 2 I A R R AT X, <500, SE4ifT 304 !

)
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REFEAR & DA xR E, 1IN D(x) . HTRRED(x,)7E x = 500
RS AFEAE — W S (discontinuity), #CATfd 11 D, v, B R RGN

ST B SR N 498, 499, 500, BX 501 B4R, ml ) NAmA 1L
T TH (RS HE P W AR & 5 AT I AR B AR A RAZE R

A& e azEZ T RERT “ BT YRR &5
B, SHURGTN 500 8 501 FIEA FRSEGHEANAERA), TSN
498 T, 499 1175 A= T e GHEFE T 4H)

R o P SR, 9 %o o8 25 TR AE /N AR 500 — &, 500 + & | 2 [ [
FAEAT TRENL AL, AT AR DY HESEL

T AEAEBENL 73 2H, Won] — oAl THAE x = 500 BT i) Jm &1~
AbFR 5N (Local Average Treatment Effect, &1t LATE):
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LATE = E(y,; — y,; | x =500)
=E(y, [ x=500) - E(y,, | x =500)

= lim E(y,; | x) — lim E(y,, | x)
UL 500 201

Horpr, hm b5 Hm 520 500 fA -5 25 I ERR B o i
E(vi; [ ) 5 E(Wy; [ X) AELEREL,  #OHAR PR AE 5T B EUUE

B, R ROV E e, T A Y

1 FHx >
Di:{ ﬁxl C
0 *x <c

BRAESEIR T, 5 RRE y, 5 x, ZIAFAEI P A&
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yi:a+ﬂxl-+8i (l:l,’n)

D, = 1(x; > o) I FE AN N IE, My, 5 x, 2 TRl 26 1 5¢ R A
x = ¢ ARUAFAE 1) _EBkER ) 1B A

L »
0 : >

I 28.4 Wi LR
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U 2o W, MR RGN, HEREG, | ) TEk

IR SER PR P — JL DR I B2 D, AL BRGSO KE IR ER AN ZE x = ¢
Kb DX y, BRI REN o D= BtY

N TR, KTRREEN: D=0, P

yl.:a~+,8(xl.—c)+5Dl.+7/(xl.—c)Dl.+gl. (i=1,---,n)
@ Kt oy vy
AR (x; — o) N x BIRREAL, 415 (x, — o) T RN 0.

51N TLB) 7 (x, =)D, SO VFI £ P A2 35 T LA

4’\‘

Xf e 7 #2347 OLS 9115, Fr 1S 6 it 2 7E x = ¢ &b1) LATE i1 & .
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T I [R5 2 A7 AE W i, BOPRON “ W s[RI (Regression
Discontinuity, f&j1c, RD)E W & [8] 94 11 ”(Regression Discontinuity
Design, f&jic. RDD)

FH -1 Wt m BRI G B AR RE ML 2, S— A AW s el ) 2 A
#BA R (internal validity) HG A TR ) — Fh HE S256

Lﬁ SR A BTN ¢ SR RENL 258 ” (local randomized experiment);
i 2 B AR A W P ) 0 AT e 5 22 e R SR B ATLE .

(ELBT i BN HE BT AE BT R b IR SR R &2, A — e gedtE) 2
HFEARAE, WMANBA R (external validity) 32 5 BR
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5] Thistlewaite and Campbell (1960)15 FH Wt w5 [B] A B 57 32 52 4 56F
TAKRFA I . T2y S lGikE, WUlEiN|
U IR BFR AR S 2 — Rk B W24 Boanl e,

W W 12' ‘ .

5l Angrist and Lavy (1999)7E 0 5 P MRS G 2 i, A
H T S BE RS — D AT B s B ] B2 R e YR
B By 40 254, — Bl 40 #5742 (tuan 41 #%42),
IR — 7 N
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28.10 i5hlT <EI

W s [ AT A3 g AP SR . — RS AL 2 “REma T sl BJE 7 (Sharp
Regression Discontinuity, {&j1ct SRD), HAF(EZ7EW & x = ¢ &b,
MRS B LB IBERE N 0 BRER A 1,

TRy ORI Bl H 7 (Fuzzy Regression Discontinuity,
fijic FRD), HAFIERTEWT R x = c &b, MARRIALE IR a
BhER N b, HH0<a<b<l,

(EIRE Wb R i w 0 TS [T P SR LT

B, WOREHREA S SR I =ik (x-c)?, M
R AL W 2
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HUK, BERIT Bl U2 R R B BE AL e der, U JER D0 b 27 A
PRI I, HVEF TR

SRR LR, BTE 7 3B UL — 50), TR
T x BBy (e~ b o+ )

yvi=a+ B(x;—c)+ 0D, +y,(x;, —c)D,

+ 5, (x, —¢c)? +7/2(x—c)D+8 W@c@

Hor, 5%t LATE BIfGTEaEL, o] AR Ebr i i Ry il 5 7 2

(B ERRWhE b BRHUE, H ARG T BARH R EOE 2
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WEFCE AR FE AR AR, AT BRI R EOE A, HAT
L I fpe M IS T VR 22 R A% FE i LT B8 o

—AE A R AR R A, R/ METnt H bp BRAL:

{ r,gigl } Zl’q—lK[(xi_C)/h yl,—a—ﬂ(xl.—c)—5Dl.—7/(xl-—C)D,-]2
a,B,8,y =

\f\/\"’\'\—\,\,v/\/_/—

Hrh, KONZRE. X E i mlE, B R RO =
% (triangular kernel) 5 5% (rectangular kernel, E13325]1%).

WA A B, W8 OLS [HH, S0 T ESXCRIZERH. Hefh
TFEWEON “RETRREMGTHE" (local Wald estimator)
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HR B TERIIE R, iEm (x) =By | x), my(x)=E(y,|x), N
5 =my(c)—my(c), &=1i(c)=rity(c)

Imbens and Kalyanaraman (2009)%2 H 18 i s /NME P A~ (915 BRI 2L
FEWT AL 0B T BRI (o ol kiom.

min- E{ 1 (€)= m (@) + [ty (€)= m ()] |
T2 TR B ARy, I E A A,

& B A5 U AL B w, ANFE R W S [l VA — 2, (HIn A AR E ]
DI IUTT 72, AL T O HERA o
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GRS VAR w1 x = ¢ JER AT T BR BB A E B R, AN BURS
O AR TS Tz I H 1 AL BN

g S A B RS R scoe, AR E w, ISR B EAE x = ¢ AbIESE.

N TR R, AR w, PR AR N R A, AT

B, HEH

A BAE x = ¢ WA BEEL.

“WH4r2H.” (endogenous sorting):

R AR E

SVSIbE]

Eie e WIS GibO NS B2 & =Nt e il iy

H 7% & (complete manipulation), H1TEEHEH A AbEEH Bl i 4,
FHEAERENL A, SRR R EF R
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WIRAEE SR ATE R AN, B REHR 70 32 il o 2H AR =
(partial manipulation), W|—MATEAELEFEE

X T V\Jﬁ?ﬁ\%ﬁ, Z/EU fﬁfj@ﬁﬁé, AR B AT 56
R foc Brat B B ey,
BN EDH, MEEATEFEEA R SR, FErHA
= x W FE R f ) LW A x = c AAES:, BILAEWIBAZET A

WERHITEIE . .
| b eene &ws\% |

McCrary(2008) 32 H i 46: DL R A4 :

/\ﬂ

H,: HElnliEnf(x)—lnli%nf(x)Elnf+—lnf_:O
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~yc —=2 Pi=l
7 Ny e — Ve
WL TR O AR AER , PR 6 25 B PR £ (%) /215 x = ¢ AbIESE,

2w T x=C b e ¥ iz
N A A AT BRI AE B w, 7E x = ¢ PRI AT AN IS 505 Sk
oA w, RS2 FEAE x = ¢ MRS IELL .

s AR B EAEAE A RIS, seierh — R R IE
LTSGR, PLORIERS T

() 7 ANk =Mz 5 R R s gt Bl A 45 R 05 & =50 T
ZNEZ R T);

o5
=
»
Rk
>
N

@) 48 HAE R R LA 604 B e, e
— B T 5 )

y = < EARY
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(3) 4 BICHRAL S A B SR A B R

@) BB, AR AE RS R A

(‘\/\

i R T LE T A . w

28.11  RCKANT p5 B

BB T s B R IE A, EWT A x = ¢ &b, ME15 21 A 2 i il
M oa BkER N b, HFo<a<b<l. B x>c, HWA—TEE DA,
(A5 2 A FE ML R AE x = ¢ B N IELLHIBEER
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A

g,li A BT s [m e

51

2
Q)
-

BRI e 6
0 = g s

B 28.5 A T £ B )-S5 A0RA T (e ] 1A

Bl &% s B2 IR A RE e ARl B, gE S R Ie B T
HRGER, BERfA% EERH LG E RN R RSt
B2, EE AT RERIE MRS 20N, A& 2 BRI
R OB SEAE 0 AR BB AT — AN LR kR
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FERHIBT SHUTE L N, A3 D A el HARE x il

R, AR R x (AR R 2 th S sk AR ),
SEEE R A B D SB35, Y OLS KA.

B BRI GT B RN N S AN 2 Va5 22 43 BUAR L I, TR
AR )52 73 AT PASE M 45 R AL & y .

FERR T RIS O T IR BIFEIAE RO, 75 9] NS IALABE

ﬁii ééﬁx’ )ﬂﬂ(yl—yo)zﬂ*ij?l?’ Elj(yli_in)J—Di|xi°
M
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BERSERERAT, AT AV x NI ) D ATLAS y 4%,
(EARE 2005 (2, — 3, ) AR

HTy=y,+D(y ~,)s &

S — >

E(y|x)=E(y, | x)+E[D(y, — )| x]

=E(y [0)+E(D1x)-B[(5 = y0) 1 %]

AL
Hrb, B[y —po) | x| PR, ME(D | x) AR 1575

XF BN ¢ BOA L BUR BR AT 45

liinE(y | x) = liin\E(Q | x)+ liinE(D | x)-li?lE[(y1 - ¥,) | x]
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X E R PRILM ¢ B2 1D B R 7] 15

limE(y | x) = lim B, | x) + im E(D| x)- Hm E[ (3, = )| ¥]

R E(y, | x) S E(y, | x)7E x = ¢ Abi&Ese, W H LR FR ST A KR,
@%?ﬁ@ﬁ@,ﬁ%gwﬂmﬂ%ahuymﬁl

imE[(y = yo) [x]=imE[(y =) | x| = B[ (3 = yp) | x =¢]5

( \x) = FL7 \/X> \ _ ?(W\\’?\)

7 AR T 7 47 lpeeA

lim E(y | )~ imE(y | ) =| imE(D |0~ mED |0 |-E[(r, = 3) [ x =]

— ’/N ‘/

b o |

Trewkment
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AR AR 7 [ U ) 78 SCRTRA,

imE(D|x)~limE(D|x)=b-a#0, PR HAE N o B

ImE(y|x)-lmE(y | x)
LATE =E[(3; - y) | ¥ = ¢] = 2 e
liirnE(D | x)—li%nE(D | x)
, - O)\

ERXE) 7T HURAGHIT AR LATE, 17> BE NS 2 AL FE Y
MEA (RIOE )15 0 ZE T AL ¢ AR EIBRER (b - a) -

S A2 R M s (e A 2 U3 (*%Eﬁ%ﬁlﬁ‘f%?ﬂ?% Zi—azl)o
i _ D=\ w> i
Y . b= X=G 3 |
Lo(:)"\,.

V=0
/‘VN\% VWb\’L~
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B 7 T Wi AR T AL B A/ LATE,  Wgn] RS i W [al )
(kbtn, fAEEAE Bl RAL T T

N EHER R BT 5Ea 8, dodn] AR E T S B E SR A5 1,
HNENg a5 ] y o A& D BIA],

BEAT BRI T 1Bl U ) 55— O3 oy T HAS &L

EXZ =1(x,>c), Wz 5B DA, ettt

-_—

ﬁwﬁﬁ‘ﬁﬁ c M1 AH ST /mEFENLsLE, SR i@ D
sy, S5HshIie AFEIR, eI
Z oW
—> P ——7 \3 13
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LW&Md
Rk, z DA ITEAE, n]{dH 2SLS #1745t

LN S A% AR R A 55 A, L 2SLS fhiit B EEUE b IE 25 T
FHAE TR B R a2 v Bl A Al -

M\_//\—

DAL 0 W7 s 1] U S5 AB BEE Wr s B )5 o A7 A = R B L o 2L

U543 2H AR B N AR RS (I TR B R X 3, TS o e e — IR AT A
8, FRON“AEFENLIT S5 1T (Nonrandomized discontinuity design)o

Bl PAEERS 65 & N0 Frek, Hin 65 % R ATR1GB R & . BT,
AR E NI TA], e ME TERLRE, AMATCIRE . B, 2
FELLR =] ge
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B, il 65 & R MAA B S InH AR, Miidad
HAth RIS 45 R AL &

HUK, BRI 65 2 M Al 3R1FIR IR 5, (HIBMR & B9 RN AT BE
LV JE A Re R BLRI AT BEAEAE B A UML) o

e, HTMETTEATNL 65 2 LUa kR 2R E, #nl RErE
65 % Z Wi B A 5T N

XX R RENE, NMEHAT BAR DT, A ReR R NMEARRIEE 1S .
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F—AEAEREALET ST B X A E Al A s, DUOERX
o FERAE W AL, 34T “HB PR S [R[UH” (geographic RD)s.

{5 Black (1999)i8 1 b EAE 7 X 70 T 2 P ) 55 A SR 5050 &
FON 5 i B /N F U S = B (willingness to pay).

AT AR M A] LU AR AR 22 X 00 A2 — 0, SR XEAR Dy
I EREENL . T B, fEr AL, B 1A AR E AN AL,
(E H At 7 ) L350 250 -

N T ARUE Sy SR WM AT B, Black (1999958 T 70 S 4o &
ST TE B 5 I N B 13 7 4 T2k (5 BT A8 B sy I 2 B A O A
XA RE AR ARZEDN, REBERIT),
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5l Gabla THlERKEAL S 20m) 1£1573-18 1241 8], PE 3T
VE R AEAVE SR A LE N ST 1 — MK “mining mita” [ 5% ]
W ARG E . R EME, Sy LRI —e XN, B4
T X et R E B N O — 1B s 1.

SRR 5 b 11 FE P A2 57 B2, Deell (2010)f8 F W7 2 [ U 5K L A
e XAy SR I ) A R E T T 5 LB R B A R

N T PRUESF T2 N ELAT AT EE

P, W THIER T 0 e — A
PRI 53— 0 Dy 22 2 3 1 Bk R o 03 2
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28.12 W S [R]JH/g Stata 3245

28.13 AR ARAY

FRDUARAN P AR IR 326 1A ) oy — T HRX b4y & D, it
AT S5 M A . Maddala (1983)4i2 Hi“ Ab P & N 45 8 ”(treatment effects

model): GTY\ L; \J\,\Q ¢ . \{/
yv,=x,f+yD +¢g

iz =T “AH TR (treatment equation) BT € :
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Hip, iS5 xAESNERE, Hh2bF 1 E, W
Wz, , Zv'fxl.t&

B Cov(z,;, 6)=0, BIERz - ME2t2 50HD,, H
ANERGEMEE KRR E y, (OB D, RIFEFZ ) 8RN TV

R I (&, u,) IR —4EIEZS 94 -
SGHE o)
U, 0)\po, 1

H, p (e, u) AR RE 1w 7 ZR N 1.
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Lt p -0, X NAMERIRIE.
MR p=0, WAFENEN, THEZM OLS 53 —8fhil.
MNEZIEMNE, yaHEN

E(y, | D, =1, x,,2)=xp+y+E(&|D =1x,z)
=x;f+y+E(|z0+u, >0,x,,z)
A 6'(\/\/(1,{)‘
o
=x;f+y (—z,0) e
P el
S, 20 RR RN HE B )= - E LS MR AT,
SN———~——

69 PW&/) 7/VY)

—xﬂ+}/+E(5 \u, >-20,x,,2)
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RS INE WA E N

E(v,|D,=0,x,2)=x/B+E(¢ | D, =0, x,,2,)
_—
=X+ s, |50+, <0.x,.7)
=x;f+E(s |u, <-20, x;, 2,)
= xl’ﬂ — pag/i(z;é)

R TFEARR, PSS INE 5 ARSI WA 2 2=

E(yi | D,- =1, Xy zi) _E(yi | Di =0, X zi) =) PO, [ﬂ,(—zi’é) + /l(zlfé)]
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IR B LB 5 R H B i et y,, Rt B A
% "I po, [AU(-20)+ A(z)0)], FEA AT ERAEp=0).

E XA i ) XU (hazard) A

[A(=zjo) #D, =1
" |-Azjo) #D,=0

TSGR T2 S AZ I #ia i)
IN

E(y; | x;,z,)=x;f+yD,+ po W,
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Al AT AT Heckit HIPH 248 1

ANV #
#—: F Probit it T FEP(D, =1|z,) = (z6), HBRIEIHES,
HH A

#o5: FOLS FIHy, —2 sx. D, A, BEIHIHES, 7, po. -

PRI RS THE DT HS S e T, 2B D RMETHR ZE
WAL L, FERCEMK

FEH YRS Z, i MLE, [FERATTIrE B S4.

A B SRR T M7 PR E W 52, IR AT IR
2, ARV, BRHTRRMIES, #EFHA Bl
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