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AaE AR (2015, 55 1 55) &2 W T INAHERR O 2SSOV T U o,

(K SR B £ (Causality) &R B
(AR « B SRR 5 52)

1
Z24 MME LR ER (RCT Matching)
1
r Regression Discontinuity 57 5
H AR TR I_ Bunching/ FEBCIRZE b2 VN2 0
DID GES DFESTE) 5ibr 7 SF T —4
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7 — 2% A BOR AT (EBPM)
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F =B ORGEARE R

1.1 FEBRGEHEE REHHIR R HERR  FR5EEIE (Identification Strategy)
T X = E A+ R
Ronald A. Fisher

OF7% 2k (EAEALL) @& (replication) Q) JE T EE (local control)

OMVZ PN (4
M D Ff2—EIZL T
@ K&
Repetition 7217 Tld7a< fHE BRICL > TE
® JPTE B
(a) HEMIEESELEIAFT (simple random allocation)
(b) ELBE¥ER ] (randomized block design)
(c) —%fHt#s (pair matching)
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X : B 5325 5 (Covariate)
U: BlRlSnpnie s &

Z:%fﬁ%ff‘iﬂ{

Y:ﬁ’%%{

(a) HZEE X LEEUST ZI12h, FER Y I EE 5270

X
Z - Y
(b) ILZE & XX, EERIHT Z IZBE B 27008, /R Y ICEEE 525
X
N
Z - Y
(c) ILZE&E XX, AEEIHT Z 1T EBE H 2 DM, R Y I E% 52700
X
/
Z - Y
(d) FEZE&E XX AEE T Z12h R Y ICLwEE 525
X
/ N
Z - Y

FEREHHE TUE DOEITHTNT o H LA THIUL, Z 132V EEELMNI THLD, (D
HNEOYD IR EID, HEEN Y OB %ﬁi“%ff’ébzé(b)@b(ﬁf . R OAE fifi
(modification) 2385 &V W X %2 modifier SFE5,

3@%?1‘ —(ﬂ%f\@£| »fjl‘ j‘ﬁ)?\/&-ﬁxff£< ﬂ%@i&g?ﬁﬁ)?ﬂiﬁﬁ% ﬁ E’Q:@fim%hé E
CL I (Self-selection) D4, (€)72(d) T 5, (A)IZI1F5 X % 55# K 7-* (confounding
factor) L IFE55,

* XX ZIZH Y IZHERL TV D
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ASHE DL
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- Y Z - Y

N
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B b

AN

XOEZ LI 2L Y LORBRESRMATECRHMEIL . ZiE X DO TG T 5L
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L A T
(D SEBREH I B C . AL R L0 BRE C S RO A DS LIS A B K5 A AT,
&1t (Stratification) /[\53#A7% (Subclassification)

@ AT BEPE T OFHER I T4y Boy AT (analysis of covariance: ANCOVA) & OY, P AT
I RGBS,

Y=a+1Z+[X+e¢

log{iP/(1-P)}=a+1Z+BX (Y ={0,1})

Wi =R B Z0f-11F (Inverse Probability Weighting: IPW) flE{&i2 il &S omER%4 P, LT,
it BLY, BB ZHh e ST 00801 / P, D T B N2 TOrbT

U7V (M0 T EIR A ESAETOFE L TUdeb2un, REDFMIXELL LN
TR AF T D28 R L TUVD,

Rubin Causal Model (RCM)
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1.3 [RRBIROFEF IR
(@) TETERY7ofE RIS HF5EE 7 /L (Counterfactual model)
(b) R EEE 7 /L (Simultaneous equation model)
(c) #&i& 27 /L (Structural equation model)

(d) A mFEKE1ZZ~7 (Directed Acyclic Graph: DAG) (IZE:S37 T 7 4 ivET I

BE 3R

AR (2015) [ R A IR SR AHE R J5IT8 5.



FEEE Lt X T LEm
55 25H BERIELER
AGEITAIR (2015, 55 2 B2) &2 V€, BER IR O FERE I DWW TR LA,
2.1 HRHREE
WEh FAa %) (1) Jezh (0) 0 2 HRHliE 32356 TN EhoFzhEI%

P=PY,=1)=P(Y =1]Z=1)

CITHERRE(Z = 1), SREEZ = 0)& 15,
P,=P(Y,=1)=P( =1|Z=0)

NSO FHE
PL=EMY,))=EY|Z=1), Pp=E(Yp) =EXY|Z=0)

HLTE 5 BV XA Zh =R P, & Py D b TR

#4:8=P —P -1<6<1 §=0(P, = Py)
ey =P /P, 0<y<o y=1(P, = Py)
~ P/(1-P4) — _
R = 20ZR) w=1(P, =P,
Ao Xt Po/ (10 0<w<om 1= Po)

EARZ AN T & BTHRD 20T TR 25 6 L BLINHS SRITAMSE,

2.2 FHEO L

2018 F &

TEREIL Y ~N(ug - 0f)  Yo~N(uo - 0§) DIEBLIAGIZHESTRY, TN LML T

LD,
TIIMDES = pa—po EFHAT 5
W, of = of = (%) LR HERIEOIE

hFD R =X (Effect Size: ES)ES = (ug—pg) /0

AR E
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Hy = py—po URIEAGERL) Hy = py # po GRFNLARER)
2IFATTRUE (B HEEICTER) 2179

O TIAR

I Ho 3750
Ho R FEHIL 72\ D =
HoZFEET % ® v

ODIZIELWA, @Q@%ERINT DL
@ H—FEDFRY  Hy N IELWERIZ, ZHh 2RI 5580
@ 5 FBOY  Hy )3 i8->TWBREIC, 2 AR 5380

o B E B4y B CIIEE — R DORRVITAEPER DY A | 3 ROV ITHEHE DOV A7 LS
Do —HRIZITIHE B DIARI ZRET HZENEBSNDDO T, 5 ORI L TIVEEIC
72%, MHFFFATHEEHEIR LT 20 | 8 RO Z ALk DREE DRI,

B TIETIELWD M EIMNIE D720 FRESTND | Z LTI C& 5, FEHIZEEAIT
ERNEVIDZEIITIEL W EMTEIR | SN2 E 2 D80 LB T 2O ITRA > TbE
WTHIESITONRND T, IROPGRDIHH TLAETHREL TBIHE WISHND L,

2.3 Aot
Y'=Bo+pr1Xs + -+ BuXy + ¢

1 (L)
0 (xfHR)

ThHIUT, Fo B ELT 2R thE &R —

T R Y AT LT AR X, B L OV U LU, X3S A28, U BRI S e 22
K _Takd T2,

Y Uy Y O-}% Oyx Oyy
U Mu U Uyu Uxu 0'5

U
(M N THIUR, 04y =0
X - Y

USRI UT Y = a + BXte
UDZMRIIEAUE Y=a+BX +yU +¢

Y=Po+pZ+e z={
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EE B 3 A T L

e 1IX LBU LB MNTRARFETH

2

_1 2
(ﬁ) _ (Ux Gxu) (ny) _ 1 ( oy —Gxu) (ny)
14 Oxu OF Oyu)  ofofi—0%u 2

—0yy  Of Oyu

2
_ 1 < O0uO0yx — OxyOyy )
- 2.2 2 2
—OxuOyx + oy Oyy

x0u — Oxuy

[

oX U= B =22 L0, ULIHSIL CHEE &5, REER/ ST A4 RO M iETE

Bo Eloy =24 UDMEICESTY ~DORRBRD,
U
(i) s
X - Y

X DAETRAFATT SHIHIFHE Y ZRONITR VDT, ZOHEBHEE AT RE,
(iii) V4 N U 23 HE IR 7

2 2
ﬁ _ 0y Oyx — OxuOyy _ Oyx — O-xuo-yu/o'u

2 2 2 - 2 2 2
Ox 0y — Oxy Ox — Uxu/du

FIADISTA=BIERINSRD 1243 I WAL | HEE &

B = (SESyx — SxuSyu)/ (SESE — S5 WEHHEIND, X &e, U LelFIZL TWDHD T,

Oyx = cov|[X, .BXtyUtg] = ﬁO-J? + VOxu

Oyy = cov[U, fXeyUre]l = oy, + ]/0'5

e T B ORRHEE EFOID,

2018 F &

= RaAy

X OREUT U 2 G272 LDRMFO T T, U DEBEZIRVERAN IR OFGEICRE T XL Y

DO HEF R E L 72> TN,
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2.4 5551 (ANCOVA)

Cochran (1957)1 3353 AT o HIEL T,
(i)  FEBRIFICITRITDHER ORS E R E
(i) BERHFTRICIT DI RO OFHE
(iii) ALEZH R OFIRT ~D% G-

(iv) T —ZZXBEIFEDY T

(V) KT —H~DxHl

S ASHTIXERFET BT, 1ODOE EEUE X I—ERELT-H OIS LTV

o

fiti RAEL Y AT L B DOENS 1T 2297 I— 28 Z (1=40BE, 0=x ) . BLIS D328
e X, BRSO IERE U L5,

(Y. Z. X) DIIFRHEE 53y BAL G HATHNZ R D IDICEK DT,

Y Uy Y Oy Oyz Oyx
E (z) = (w) 14 (Z) =| 0y, 07 O0ux
X Hx X o2

Oyx Ozx

N

pM =p(Z=1)=EQ)
p@=p(Z=0=E1-2)=1-p® 35L&

o2 = E(Z2) — E([Z])? = p — (p™)* = p@Wp©

E(Y) = pWE(Y|Z = Drp@E(Y|Z = 0) = p®p + p©@puf

E(YZ) = pWEY|Z =1) = pWyj?

= 0y, =E(YZ) — E(EZ) = pDp©@u’ — u{M)

e = E(ZX) — E()EX) = p@p©@ M — 1)

L. Z = 0,1 CRL TP = E(Y|Z = )3, Z = 2L UT=RED Y DAAFA S %R T
DITKFL . ﬂ)(f) =EX|Z = 2)IIFEREL T, Z = zTHHTHED X ORMAFEHIFEEVOE
K ThD, ZBEDLNTZITY BBIISHADIZR LT, X1: Z 0B ITBIIE NSO TiE
XD TEAIUCHE ST Z BEDHNBHIZ0 ThD,
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Lot oET v

Y=a+tZ+BX+U

(€] (0) (¢h) (0) 2
_ GJ?O'yZ — OzxO0yx _ Oyz — szdyx/%? _ (”y — Uy ) - (.ux — Uy )O_yx/o_x
%405 = O of ~0ix/ox 1-p®p® (4L — 4 @Y’ /o2

— Uy

HL L — 1@ = 0 iz, 1P — 1 = 7 1723,

X <« U
()] Nl
Z - Y

WBEOEIHT Z 85T 7 DATONDHE . 205 Y ~OR BRI R FHEE TED,

X « U
(1)
Z - Y

WHEOETS 213 X ORDFEE G2 UIIREE 52ROGE . XITEKREFTHY,
2700 Y ~OR R ROHEE Tl X 2D, T HOHrE 7 /LTl At E 2 vl

Lk
HEo

UDZEDXIZEEE 52 TODIGEICIE, MEHEEIIARRETH D, TEAHIET U &,
5L TRV Z i/ NMRIZIED D,

(iii)

l v

UL Z &Y ITIT L RIT T, XITITELE RIZTL TORWEEA . XITHRIEALE
(instrumental variable) EFEIE 40, SIS U2 IEZE B U O A HERR L T ALE SRR
DIRWHEE N A[REE 72D,
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25 OUVAT 4 EIFET IV

i AR ZSEY DI A (LA %D, 0: 2E8)) 7o TODIG A DT 71k, MER P 2t
RITm Py MEHRL

P )_ 4
1P =a+ fx

w = logit(P) = log(

CLUVIETNEEZD —0<w < ©

1
1+ exp(—(a + fx))

P=F(w) =

ZT exp(x) = e* THAONDOMER AT Z , BRI ()R AT v 7 554l
%o n/X74/7/\%ﬁ®ﬁﬁ$%fﬁgiﬁt

f(@) = F'(0) = exp(—w)/(1 + exp(-w))?

Ls,

WEDFENHT Z (L&, 0: ) LU, A2EEZP, =P(Y =1]Z =1).py =
P(Y =1|Z = 0)eLzBpad 27 o7 [EllfE T i

log(P/(1—=P)=a+1Z

Z=0Tlog(Py/(1—P))=a, Z=1Tlog(P,/(1—=P))=a+1t THLHDT, ai ikt
HREECORRROIECA Y A | t PLERHS T DA RROMEA Y At T =
log[{P/(1 — P1)}/{Po/(1 — Po)}] THD,

/\ﬂixz})&)éﬁm N

logit(P) = log{P/(1—P)}=a+1Z+ X +¢ZX

11
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A HLDT=OIZ(X = 0,1) O ALK THHET D,

P,y =P(Y=1|Z=2 X=x) LT5&

Z=1, X=1 log{P;;/Q1—-P)}=a+t+p+¢
Z=1, X=0:log{Pp1o/(1—P)l=a+1
Z=0, X =1 log{Pp1/(1 = Py1)}=a+p
Z=0,X=0:1log{Py/(1—Pyp)} =«

NV a, 1,8, IZOWTHESE

P1o/(1—Pyg)
Pyo/(1—Pgq)

a= log LT = log log = log

1PO

Py1/(1—Po1)
Pyo/(1—Pgg)

B = log :‘; log = log

1PO

— P _Pox Poo | _ P11/(1-P11) P1o/(1—P1p)
¢ = (lOg 1-Py4 log 1-Py ) (lOg ~ log 1—Poo) = log Py1/(1-Po1) Pyo/(1-Poo)

EHTHalIX = 0 COXIREECOF I E A Y X, EFIE R LITALE N RN R B0 E
IMEVIR HNERER T /NTA=ZTHY, & # 0DKF| _liit' F T EDALEN RO REIIN
B AZ LD R ORI < /2D,

SR R ALE S R LB RE L5 R L ORI DX R H L LT=b DTy
50

BE 3R

AR (2015) [ R A IR SR AR J5IT 8 5.
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5 35 AR RHER OB A

Aak AR (2015, 25 3 ) &2 WV T SRt R R AR O A IOV TRt D,

3.1 B RO ERR

o {E{RERNI BRI OBAER R R AV (1), Y;(0)} T2, D7 = V(1) —
Y; (0) % fifl AL %h 2 (Individual Treatment Effect: ITE) &9,

o CERJLEZNE  FHER IR TOEARILE N RO WFHET = E[Y (1) — Y(0)] =
E[Y(1)] - E[Y(0)] = 1, — 1% UL E S H: (Average Treatment Effect: ATE) &u»
50

N N N
1 1 1
r=mm=NEMu%wmm=N;nm—N;nm

R T L B
o HHEATOTHMENR

1
14 = (D) — X)) = 5> (1) = ()

IEA

N 2B 22 T T B AR UL ERE T O AL E RN R (ATE) 1

1
7= EQY(D) = Y(OIZ = 1) =+ > (%i(D) = %(0)

Zi=1

%f ERE COFELE N R (ATC) Z [RIERICE 2

1
te = E(r(D) = Y(0)IZ = 0) = > (H(1) - %(0))

¢ Zi=o

E(Y(0)|Z=1DKLTE(Y(D)|Z = 0) IZEBITKEFETHY, 1. 1. bHEERFTEETH
Do

3.2 SUTVA &t

RHEHISELIT n B O K75 72 DEFAT O -85 AL E 20 SR A AR A5 AL (20 e
(Sample average treatment effect: SATE) &9

13
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1 n
To = SATE = N;(nu) ~ ¥(0))

ZNODOERLE RN RN E R AR OT2D IR, RO SUTVA R a2 BN 6D,

SUTVA Zf B | 201 DIBTERI 235 SR {Y; (1), Y;(0)33IRD 2 Sl it 3 DI,
SUTVA {4 (Stable unit treatment value assumption) Ziii & 9-5E ), (a) B | OIEER 72
FERLY (1), Y (ONIMOMEIROZ T DAE (K AFL 72\, (b) B § 1259 DALEE 158D
IZEED

(@) TIAHA T 720 (no interference) Z &
(b) ALEDNEEIREIZL, BRI E

3.3 ALPROFIF I Lk

EA | ~DULEDEIH T 2228 8% Z; (L ALE, 0: % 0R) & 358, EBRICBHI S DH
2. (Observable outcome) I

Y, =Z;Y; (1) + (1 - Z)Y;(0)

LR D, EFRIEENE (Positivity) ALE 252 1T AME2E230 < P(Z = 1) < 1&72%,
TEARINILE 232 T DREZRP(Z = 1D IRERDHERP(Z = 0)LOTRWERETHH D,

TEFIMALME (independence) F 1T Z 2SETERIZ2 K5 R{Y (1), YO HIIKFL 722 &%
{Y(1), Y(0O)}& ZITMSLTHDHEN, {Y(1), Y(0)} L ZEEL,

BUIE 3 S AR IR U TR 25 (IR O BIND T U Z LB ToAUTENT T 5 Z 138K D
T ARTOBMELITIERISR THY | BAER R R OB IR E25,

HFRABIZXLA L BTHIUX, P(A|B) = P(A)ThD,
E(Y|Z=1)=EXY|Z=1) =EX (1))
E(Y|Z =0) = E(Y(0)|Z = 0) = E(Y(0))

= 1 =E[Y|Z = 1] - E[Y|Z = 0] = E(Y(1)) —E(Y(0))

IERME I JOMSZHEDRUE IZ & o T, R RLE D Rl IHEE W HEL 72D,

14
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BRI FTRE R C > TREEM AT A—Z PN —EWHEE ARE CTHDHEE, /3T A—H T
(identify) X415, IERIME X ORSTHE T IR E S R D35k B S D7 DAl I RE S C
HDd,

3.4 ILZEEESMATEISL

4
HIE X NG DL, BIERRR Y (D), Y(OUZEHTZDMEFELRWNWZ &% XN
Bz 57250 FT{Y(1), Y(0)YEZIZSRMEAT SN THDHENN,

{r(»), Y(O} L Z|x (A)

EEL BISNDILZE B X DB DMLEDEHF I B2 5 2 5 R THY . X DLIC
FIT T Z TR G- 2 D IO B SR W ASIE R F 3R L) ZEEFRL T5,

IERZ28E R{Y (1), Y(0) I FEBRILEL ATRETH DT ITIE, Sl MM
0<P(Z=1X)<1 (B)

DI ELLT 2D,

(A). (B)2 D5, RN FOHEE TIXHEAR 725 THY ., Rosenbaum and Rubin
(1983a) 1. ZAUITIR VE M CO ML R REZ2EfF1F (Strongly ignorable treatment assignment)
ML TND,

—HRIZEG: A B, CIZHL T, A L B|C THIIZP(A|B,C) = P(A|C) THHDT, FA:A+
ST BB R LD L&

E(Y|Z=1,X) = E(Y(1)|Z = 1,X) = E(Y(D|X)
E(Y|Z =0,X) = E(Y(0)|Z = 0,X) = E(Y(0)]|X)

DKL, ZIDIEN TG RIS T R THE RIS D ST IR S22 ER ek Y (2) D
ﬂﬁlﬁﬁ%ﬁ;ﬁﬁfﬁ DS, B FTRE Y ORI EHIFHEL E LI RDEVIZRMTHY, Zhbg X
S3AR CHIRFE A L HZ R kY

Ex[E[Y|Z = 1,X]] = Ex[E[Y(D)|X] = E[Y (D] = 1,
Ex[E[Y|Z = 0,X]] = Ex[E[Y(0)|X] = E[Y(0)] = 7,

15
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VR SRR E R R
T=1, — 19 = Ex|[E[Y|Z = 1,X]| — Ex[E[Y|Z = 0,X]]

LBLAIFTRE B C o THEE FTREL 70D,

CNBDRMEZ T L&, R XN G2, BIENFIEIR R RERIC L5720
FLATOREFHHIHERI 2N PTREL 72D,

BE IR

AR (2015) [HEF A IR AR S5 8 5.

16
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FAE ~oFVT

AFITEIR (2015, 5 5 3) # FHWTC, v F o 7 ORI OV TR D,

4.1 ~vF 7O A
24k (validity) & A WE (efficiency)
WLE D FAARD 72 HEE TE D) HETE DFEE DS )
AR (unbiasedness)
42 ER~yF o
Y Y
o A *A
! exact matching | distance matching
¢B . B
X+ X X* Yo X B
X D1IRIT
4b----- ---=-- q---=-- F-=-==a--
Al4 | . A34 | Ad4
B14 ! ! B34 ! B44 !
3F-=-==-- | e R
AL3 | | A3 1 i
B13 | | B33 . |
2F----- e e L Et EEEEE L
, A22 | |
1 B22 | 1
R
1 2 3 4
X, ZD 2RIT

17
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~ o F U7 HEE R ORI
(8) Vv TF U TICE o TEROHSNIAEEDRE R, ZHhnbEil+4 2
(b) XFREEZRDAREEARDERIZOWNTIL, TR TORRIFBI SN TND,

LB REL X IRREE T =R T ORLIE ST B A Z B O L, B[R 2 528 T,
W EFEROIESLSDEEMZIOEVIEZ T

Mckinlay (1977) (2% Matching OFI] 5
(1) LT, FFFOHFE 72 THEZD
(2) MLV TV 7 I HEEZNRNE N
(3) T —H DN INE S

Matching o &K s,
(1) ~vF o IFTANDDDD

(2) HEEDNRDPTRLILEN DD, ERDERIZED YL TN A XD NESKIRDHIET R
PRI R ELT D,

(3) TR RIS P LFRIEHNLL AR T, v F o 7LD TTET L T LN R
WD TR,

4.3 FRBEDE S

BARARIT %I m B DEENSIRDRI MUK = (x4, %) T (LS TEHES T B4, 56 i f#
RONEAX; = (i, xen)T 5 JBEOEX, = (- )T EF 5,

(a) EAfFE2—2V Rk (Weighted Euclidian Distance)

m
Dj; = Z wi (K — Xjie)?
k=1

(b) HEAfFE T HLEEE (Weighted City-block Distance)

m
D;j = Zwkmk — Xk |
k=1

18
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(c) ~~7 /e AiFEfE (Mahalanobis Distance)
D;j = X; = X)'E71(X; = X))

ZIZT I EEOSEISEATH. ATT OHETE TIE I3k REEES IR TOS LS
HATH, ATE OHEE T S I EREE IR 27— L LT W3 B 78875,

(d) f&# [ A=7 (Propensity Score)
D;; = |e(X;) — e(X)|

(e) #JEAE A= 7 (Linear Propensity Score)
D;; = |logit(e(Xi)) — logit(e(Xj))|

72721 logit(p) = log(p/(c(—p))

@) (b) TTRTOKIZKIL, wp =1 ET UL, BF~—2Vy NiEEE, & O HEERES 72
%o D KIZHL T, wy =00 &TAUL, ZOEEUTFIL TE, LT —HLR2THITRBR0,
TRTD wpZ oo LT IUT, BREHD—ETHLENRHY, Exact Matching &),

HA=T < F o7 Ohh | BELEPNLIERBITELTL, v T /B AT TH
HRARIE S 2 RAEL T T SR EL L,

HETHEWMERR LA~y F o 7 SRRV TR L,

D = { X; — X)TZ7(X; — X;)(|logit(e(Xy)) — logit(e(X;))| < c)
! (|logit(e(X))) — logit(e(X,))| > c)

TR BB AT TORREED ¢ 2B TbDIE~yF 7 DOxtG b, 2ol
c &1V ,3— (Caliper) £\, WV/X—D H 2L, S IR A=TT OEEHE(R D 0.2-0.25,

44 <oF Tk

AVERETONEALE DR ATT OHEE Tk, MEREOMER X2kt L, REECO~y T
THFEEZNOREDOBIRO A HINH S,

1:1 <77 (one-to-one matching)
1:k =T 7 (one-to-k matching) (K (FALEREZ LICEZ DL ATHE)

~ T 7 FTFOEIRZFEE 5T (without replacement) 7>, 18 7t (with replacement) 7 ¢, 3%~
2o

19
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~F 7T, EBEO RS FERED TS OZ X B OB S A~y F o7
(Nearest Neighbor Matching) 73 H\ b 415,

RLEREDOMERE 1 ST ONEITRY, THHISR UEBEA b ITV oot IREE TR % FEE
LTS LV DD S B~ F o 715 (BB~ v 7 Greedy Matching) TdH 573,
[RWERED | DI ETHY  EREO A OBEINETF LA T D, BIELL TOBREDRE
ZERL, EOREDNNELI2DINKEIEC LS TRIKD AT 2% LT 551k (R~
»J>7": Optimal Matching) b& 5,

~yF U THFORIRTIX, X CO~y T U T EMO T — VIS KREWG S &7 —4
D—HELDEILNIRNZ LI | AE N R OHEE DRFENEHD, £ T EE T X TIZE
AfHFELC, 2 TRHATHELE 250D, BERKICITELEZ R ATE OHEE
Tl ZE VB Z R I—EH (L ALE, 0: 6 1R) LUK, (EIR | ~DELE w; =
ZiJe(X) + (1 —Z)1 —e(X;) &5, TRDLBAEROEKICITE AT D%k 1/e(X;)
% STHRBEOMEARIZIE, 1/(1 — e(X) ZEAELTH XD HIENHWLILD,

45 <~y F 7RO

‘FF

LS &0 A O EZ2D: Common Support  (F:E@647)

fHIA) AT T 55347 D EIRDINELILWIN NFEAE72WNGE L FAUTLE RE K O R RE A 28
HIZE > THIBIESI TWAZEE BT 5,

\FEAE LB 2T UE, BV R—FRELT-~yT 7 Tld, v v TF 7 TEpnZ
2720 ALE N R OHEE 1L TE/R2NEWD |25,

BE R

A7 (2015) [HEF A IR AR AR S5 8 5.

Elizabeth A. Stuart (2010) “Matching methods for causal inference: A review and a look
forward”, Statistical Science 25(1), pp.1-21. doi: 10.1214/09-STS313
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%53 BERRaTIE

AT AR (2015, 55 4 %) . Rosenbaum and Rubin (1983), Guo and Fraser (2015) # &%
L7e3n, fiaAa T <y F o 7IEIC DN TE 2 D,

RLiE OFEIHFIZEAL Theb JRFEUZ WO TO DO AME R A= 7 (propensity score) 5T
50

EFE 5.1 HR A=Y

B DB 5T I A% 7 R OIS B RO A X ITRIL, X 3852 b1
LR DL BB DA SR

e(X) = P(Z = 1|X)

EE A AT T LN,

fHA AT e(X) XL & X OLOWEOEIITIZETA1ERE T X TENLIZLOTH
%, i [B)1 A= 7 ¥1% Rosenbaum and Rubin (1983) Ik > T ASIL, Z DI N A BFIZ A
D35 TS, IS FENZEIL Tid. Guo and Fraser (2015) %5421,

A= OFHTIE, I & X DS FRLE RO /RS A 7= 9 I E D0 &
L2,

ZfE 5.1 PIGRLE SR O FTRES

(@) Seffr i B S 7 628 B X DISMTEI T Z I 8% 5.2 2B H037< BT
H72fE F(Y (1), Y(0) BT Z 13 &MNr 72D, 370bh

{r(1, (0} L Z|x

NHURAR

(b) SRAATEIEMENE : 52 DN B X O F T ALEICERHI GO ERIT 0 L ke 1
Rl TH%,

0<e(X)<1
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25 5.1 AT EOEIHFICBEL CEBIS - B & X 0RE2EZz Tz e
(2720 ALEREL SRR RER DL B DAL RT ADFHIE N [ REE 725,

JEFLS.1 RSN

B A=ZT e(X) D352 BT &E IBTERRRER{Y (1), Y (0) BT A Z 135 =0k
SLETR D, TR E

{r(1),Y(0)} L Z|(e)X

NI URASR
[FEFA] & (2015) p.101 251,

EFE 52 RIS

B CAE A AT T e (X)) DA i LI BIR O S 28 B 3 A 1T AL EREL PR BECTE LV (T
VATD), TG, e(X)DFRMATET X & Z XSRS

X L Zle(X)

Tho,
[FEFA] & (2015) p.101 25 1A,

— I, X OB (X)TX L Z|b(X) &/ b Da /T2 7 227 (balancing score) &I
5~ (Rosenbaum and Rubin (1983)).

AT e(X)DIENGZONIE, ZORMAE TREDEUSFIIT o Z LEHI2d L
DR D, e(X)DARMATE TONVIIILE LR OHEE )3

E[Y(1) —Y(0)|e(X)] = E[Y(D)|e(X)] — E[Y(0)|e(X)]
=E[Y(D|Z=1,e(X)] - E[Y(0)|Z = 0,e(X)]
= E[Y|Z = 1,e(X)] — E[Y|Z = 0,e(X)]
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CC RTINS SO CD.
FHEEA 7S PR « DHEE LS

T=E[Y(1) = Y(0)] = E,(x[E[Y1Z = 1,e(X)]] — E[Y|Z = 0,e(X)]

IZXWIRLY B,

EPE 5.2 10, FICe(X)EFHEKIZB O TIE, TNOHOBRIS - B X D45 Ah T F
i bR TE LR,

HEHIIHERR I BN T FERD AT DT A— 2T I ME Rt '+ X TH-> T
HEX | TR R TR E DU TR OB O EMAFE DAL ST A—HARIF LI e
Ext it el (2015) p.99)

BE 3R

AR (2015) [ R A IR SR AHE R J5IT 8 5.

Rosenbaum, Paul R. and Rubin, Donald B. (1983) “The Central Role of the Propensity Score in
Observational Studies for Causal Effects” Biometrika, 70(1), pp.41-55. DOI:10.2307/2335942

Guo, Shenyang Y. and Fraser, Mark W. (2015). Propensity Score Analysis -Statistical Methods
and Applications, 2nd edition, Sage Publishing. Z:ff5¢: https://uk.sagepub.com/en-
gb/asi/propensity-score-analysis/book238151
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