© Broi, (@t B4V K Stata M) BAE, SEAR, 2014 4, mEHE HR.

= 28 % ALFHZ F\_Z

28.1 ACHERN St FMER

225t R A SR PPN R H BB SO S AN, L B HE
H LB I35 H (job training program).

PERAH TR N “ T H BN PEAR 7 (program evaluation), T3 H &%
MNABFRA “AEPEZLN” (treatment effect).



iH 2 5% B AR RY Rl sz 2H 7 B« AhFEZH 7 (treatment group,
g% the treated), 1MARZ500H & NIRIEL “3H#2H” (control group)
oy, “XFHRZH” (comparison group)s

R A B R I o — A LA BB LS
o oL S AL 1O A A BRI«

(EZ kM5 I BRI RS 38 105 BB AG. HEE bk
S St 25?7

EmZINEIESINE 3 EREF (self selection) 145 R, KALLT
WABRIANBATEZESINE, mSing 2 AR sRBRNE .




1T ST L 0 AL AR A AR, AT LE 2™

(selection bias).

RIS 256 2H A AR SRR T30 B ZH, AT 5 1 O R ) 1)
SIS 2 AR & B 2> X B8 N an R Z B I 30 H B (R A8)
AR B 5 o

Rubin(1974) £ HH 7 LA N “ ) FH sZ HEZ2 ” (a counterfactual
framework), ¥4 “&ERRAEA” (Rubin Causal Model).

IR D, = {0, } - ME i &2 5MHH, B 1 425,
im0 NAZE., FRD N “AbHATE” (treatment variable).
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10 AR RIS BB R 1 45 B (outcome of interest) Ay,
ST AME 1, ARy, AT REA AR, BT 25 S il H -

Y= Yi; 7JEDi:]-
| Yoo # D;=0

Yoi 2N A T ARZINIH B AR,
Yy 2N A T ZINIH AR .

RERNIE (yy — Vo), BRI | Z 030 H B BER RN



WMRAMME T ZmIE, Ry, HEEARY, ;
2, WRAMETRKSINIE, TRy, , (HEAS Y,

AME R BRI T —MOIRES, i R BRI 2y, By, > 162 [RIES A
MEy. Sy, B “HIEK” (missing data) 7] 75 .

Rty 5 A

Y; =(@=D;)Yoi + D Yii = Yoi +gy1i - inZ D,
PRt s

FH, (yy - o) /M | S0 AL BT R

5



AFE AR AE BRI ANE - HORE (Yor, Yoo D) MAKR B =4ERERL
A1 (Yo, Yy, D) SR H— D BELAEE

WFEAA iid, BN TAEMi= j, (Y, Yy, D) HIMER DAY
(ijvy1j1Dj)7FH|§J’ H*HE?&EO

XRERAEAFAET AN, BUEGERR N “ MR AL BE RN AR E 1
%" (Stable Unit Treatment Value Assumption, fijic SUTVA).



T AL FE N, (yy — Voi ) WBENLAR &, FREHEE(E DY “F X403
" (Average Treatment Effect, (&1 ATE):

ATE = E(y;; — Vo))

ATE Fon NS BEA LI BOCL M RIS A B RN, o iz
etz 5IH.

WA I H 2 1 E AN BN, FROA “S 55 AL
PRGN ” (Average Treatment Effect on the Treated, féjic ATT &k
ATET)E “Z 5EAFRN” (Treatment Effect on the Treated, {4
it TOT):

ATT =E(y; — Yo | D =1)
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T HORHIEE, ATT 0 ge S AEEATE 5 ATT — A S
ANBEFEI Wy 5y, NUA 5o ATE 8¢ ATT?
LRI 2 58 5Kk 550N, ¥ SRECEFRE:

5% 5Kk% ‘ﬁ%ﬂﬁﬂFi’J?ﬁﬂ ATT
+F(y0i |D;=1) —E(Yy | D; = 02
HE AR I

B0 ATT, 150 N2 5FH KMy, SRS 51
V¥ y 272, B £ 2%




A ARS8 S T S IR0, ok P w2 —
oy, FEEHRAHAE EH AR A E(CH
E(Yy | Dy =1) —E(yy; | D, = Q))& 2 53 - 1) I3V (ATT).

ok R E L XN E L% R, A E S
E(y; | D, =1)—E(y, | D; =0) <0, ISl # BN kT
RS MERITEIE .

E X “AES H5E A FRRN " (Average Treatment Effect on the
Untreated, f#ic ATU)N

ATU =E(Y; — Yo | D; =0)



A EARIEZ I H B ORI E(yy — yo) 110 B IR FE 2 6
ZIIH, FECS AN A TEEXE, ROy “EPERERDR” (the

selection problem).

28.2 11T MMy AR e B R

R PR R vk 2 — BN, /MK § 1D, (R 72
P15 )i P T s AL ST e, U DAL T (g, ) o

LB, ATE=ATT, B NE(Y, —VY,lD =1)=E(Y,; —VYy) (HH T
(Yy _YOi)zﬁijﬂ: D).
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X+ ATE B)filivh, RO R e aa 41 -5 1 i 2L - 2SN BT AT

E(y, | D; =1) —E(y | D, =0) =E(y;) —E(Yyy;) =ATE=ATT

K8 DAL T (Yo, Vo) o FERENLTHMITEOL T, RFTEIEFEAR
s A SR A RPN 2 2, B a] — gl vh P AL PR
K, Bl “Z&ifbihE” (differences estimator).

R g5 AR 5 59 4B ST (mean independence) &4 T LT,
BBy, v, BRME AN T D,
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IR R 00 ATT, R THE yo BHEMST T DRI, ROy iE S
ZE(Yy | D, =1)—E(yy | D, =0) 4 0.

an R AT I A, AR AT HEAN AR © yo PIEISL T D7 BB
A F LR PSRV

oy — RIFIRR AR T A Bk 2 B 2 I H (56 3-7 719).

oy RTINS AT AR ik £ (5 8 ).
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28.3 KRR R

BR (y;, D)4k, @EIE R BAMAE 1 ) — KR, BAneERS
PRl BTN, eI =X, WAN “BhAEE” (covariates).
EARTTH (Y, ¥y, D, x) SRE IR

IS | X D, IR B SE A B T X, FRON AR AT
AR =7 (selection on observables), JUAJ DAk 214 11 Ab 3 200w 1)
Gk ERMERE 18K T AR ).

WRAEN D IEFETE R BIR T X, WES E x PITER T, &
EEE R (Y, Vo) AL T D, o
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Rosenbaum and Rubin (1983)#g H “n] 24 ” Rk :
R 28.1 n] Zm& % (Ignorability).

BEX W(Ye, Vi) LT D, 188V Vy) LDy | x, FHirp €17
FoNAH AT

CHTEE” (A SR, S X, W (yy, yy) T D RS AT LA
0

A 2SI AR “ BIREME” (unconfoundedness), 244 ST
i€ ” (Conditional Independence Assumption, f&iic CIA), BL “4K
A AS i3 (selection on observables).
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R EBERAE, € x, W (yy, vy ) FEAC TR 5355 4 1) A7 58
e—F, Hf
F(Yoir Yo | X, D =1) = F(Yyi, Yy | %, D; =0)

FONDAMRE . EIRZEN N, R By EMEMALRE
%€ 28.2 ¥J{E W] ZHE 4 (Ignorability in Mean).

E(Yo | X, D) = E(Yoi | %) T HLE(yy | %, D;) = E(yy | x;) X ERE
ELEHITEIL N, vy 5y, AREMEIRSL T D

AN R AT 2SR BAL, U R B RTRE  ELRRAE Dy %) AZ 5
ALK BIATTRE, DU ERI5E e A2 5 ) el -
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Vi =xif+yD; +¢

(EANE R x 72 5 N AR A GEAN BRI RE . WR e AR £k
WL, AT5 AT BEAFAE I AL R 2

WRRTTIR L — NF & R SR AR R UL Al i

MIETTRE T, Al 2B PE R R GE R s B RRAE BT
CEHE T AR R, MR SRR 2 AH K R IR AR &

R xS REE A & (a rich set of covariates), Al A A
A 2R MEAR E ARG 2 2, BIREERZERD.
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28.4 PLfgfhTiER)EE

BRI g T A4, VUECfE Tt =R R, 3]s T %
il A B S AN, A AR ] S5 AN T AT AR S BUEDS AT BE AR AL (UL
@ﬂ), pri ® X

el A AR s, WK | 5AME § ik NAETRZH ROME AR,
BT BT Y R Yo T, B Yo = Y5

Al (Y = Yoi) = Vi — Vi ENNTANA | AT AN B S &

XF AL PR A R AMAER W AT UL BC s SRACih, XA A
PR AT ULES, SR 5 X RO B A B R S AT~ F 3, RIA]
53] “PLlidfhit&” (matching estimators).
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BT ULECH BARTVEANE, SAFEARRIILEC S T2

B, el R AR (no replacement), T &R ERRE UL AT
R AR (1 ) AFEAR H 2ot Gn S A nl, PR DG AC B2 -4
HIEMEAY, Z5HRULAC.

HUK, 2| FevFt4(ties), PCanzilAAMA j 5 K Al 22 & Al
ST A | AR

WR VIR, WY 5y -EEE RN Y AT &, B
Yo =(Y; + Y12,

GRRASTCVFFFA, U R o e o AR 4k 0k P 3 34§ B ks
VLECES R AT Re S AR HEF 47 0%, SO B FEABENLHE .
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LA b —%f—(one-to-one) L AC, W] AT —XF 2 ULHL, Lbin
—XFPYVLHC, REEFXSEEAL AT FR DU A A 2H 1 e i A4 DL

UL FEC AL v = — M7 AE il 22 (bias), FRIEAE “A5 WA ULEC” (exact
matching) &AL, BEXST-BrE ILECH A X = X,

5 LN “HEREHIUCHED ” (inexact matching), R AEARIEX = x|,

ARG ULEC RSO N, Gk AT —Xd—ILES, WmZERDN, =
UEON

AT X Z VLEC AT AT Z(EH T EZAER), (ERER R (fE
M7 HEzrIER).

Abadie et al (2004) & W T —XFPUULHS, DAE/IMEI TR,
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B A E N 7, H s 3 A EhdH Mi s 4 AL AL
M. FI B G INEE DR E X HEATA R )X — LA,
HIevr 4.

* 28.1 LA E R B+

| D, X Vi | ULECES 5 | Yo Yii
1 0 2 7 {5} 7 8
2 0 4 8 {4, 6} 8 7.5
3 0 5 6 {4, 6} 6 7.5
4 1 3 9 {1, 2} 7.5 9
5 1 2 8 {1} 7 8
6 1 3 6 {1, 2} 7.5 6
7 1 1 5 {1} 7 5
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28.5 {HiA1154 VCHED

x; Al Re WA 2 M E . I EEH X BEATULAC, AT RE1E 2 RE A
FRIi],  ARXE SR 25 x5 AT X5

AEIR R (X)), R K 4Em & X 15 B R 2] —4E, RIE
F(x;) 24T ILIC .

E X x5 x; 2 [a)ff) “5CEEE” (Mahalanobis distance) Ay

d(i, j) = (x —x, ) 2 (% - x;)

Horp, TRBHERE XA X RE A )y A R 2 A
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S IR EFEATLE, Oy “HKRILE” (Mahalanobis

matching).

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

Rosenbaum and Rubin (1983)#2& {5 4 “{iin|455r” (propensity
score, fajic p-score)skfE & E .

EX AT BRAS N, ESEHEI T, MK T REALL
BHR 2 EER, Rl p(x) =P(D; =1[x=x;), Blfajid p(x).

fEAtivh p(x) B, AIAE 2 80fb v (probit 24 logit) 8k dE 2 2Af 11,
BT 7154 logit.
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i m 50 B & MER RS, EAMUZE 445, 1 HBYE
A T[0,1] 2 4] .

Eﬂﬁxi—'ﬁx,—ﬁ%@i@, f5m] ge p(x;) = p(xj) 0

fs FH B 1) 1970 VR 9 BE & R EAT UL RS, ARy “Mi )43 53 ULAC”
(Propensity Score Matching, f&jic PSM).,

PSM HJESAKIELE T, WS v] ZRE AR e oL, W R ZFESS &
P(x) FITEHL T, (Yoi» Vo) BEAHAZ T D,
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el (MEFTEE) (Yo, ¥) LDlx = (Yo, ;) L D] p(x)

WERA: 1T D NENARE, MAAUEHIP[D =1y, v, p(x)] 5
Yo )ﬁaﬁ;éapﬂo

P[D =1| Yo, 1, P(x)]

=E[D]Yq, ¥, P(x)]

=By, e [E(D [ Vos Vi %) [ Yoo Y1, P(x)]  GEAIEEH)
=E, . .[E(D]X)]Y,, Y1, P(x)] (W] ZHE A E)
=E, [ P(X)] Yo, Y1, P(x)]

= p(x)
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N T BB TILHD, 7524 x R A] se BUE b #0 [R) i A7 A b 38
H 5GP, Rl “ESRE” (overlap assumption)sl, “ LT
E” (matching assumption).

B e
BE 28.3 EASE.
T X WA ] gEIUE, #FA 0 < p(x) <1,

BB e e AL PR B I H X A TREAFAE S, 42 “
SEE”; B T ILECH RIS, MmRR “UILECEE 7.

e RUE 1 AL 2H 5 95 ) A5 1R 1 45 43 BOE Y6 B A R RS 40
(common support), Z W& 28.1.
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e [F B fEL Vi

(Common Support)

v

0 | I
= AbERZH

28.1 7573 {3 [ HUE Yo

ERATULACHS, JviRwmVLECRi &, PCOR B BT A5 70 B2 aE o
AR (H R FEAT &),

AR RS F) 4570 SRR BUE VR R, 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

(1) EFEhEEX . RER TR Yo, Yu) 5 DR Z RN
FERER,  LLips 2 Al 2 AR o

(2) ftivTiA] 1573 - Rosenbaum and Rubin (1985) % i f# FJE LR
i H logit LA, EEANAL4E X B = RS B3

(3) HEATWIIA 1S53 VLHC .

U0 SRAG ) 45 Ak TS R, A X ZE VLD 5 1 AL ¥ 2H 5 428 |
H2 B ATy 5], B, VCBL)S AL BE A Y5 Xyear 5 155 11 2H 32
{8 Xoonwot BEFRIT s FRON “EidE-F1#7” (data balancing).

Xireat -9 Xeontrot K ZZFE 5 THE FNL A I, #— MCEFXS X YRR~ 7) B X
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5L “FRfE L 2R (standardized differences)al “ Fr vk Ak i 2 7
(standardized bias):

|Ytreat B Ycontrl |
2 2
\/(Sx,treat + Sx,control) / 2

HH, SZ veat 5 St control 2 BN AL B ZH s 4H AR B x IRREA TS 22,
— SR AR VAL ZE BRI 10%; SRR, TS [A] 2 5 (2) 5
H2FEQ)D, HEPMbHEmSss; s s BRI UL 775,

(4) tR4EVCHED J5 #E A< (matched sample) it 5 ~F 35 Ab B &N » S
AL AN (AT T) Al v B 1 — AR IE 0N
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— 1 -
ATT:N_ Z (yi _in)

Hor, Ny=) Dy b HAMARSL
K BANE RS (ATU) B I — i ik 9

— 1

ATU =— Z (ylj _yj)

NO jZDjZO

Horfr, No=2 (1= D)) il A k4.
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P AE AN (ATE) i vH & 1 — IR 1A N
— 1%, .
ATE =0 (% = ¥oi)
=1
N =No+N;; WRD =1, Wy;=y;; WHED =0, N Yy =Y.
AT WA 45 53 UL ECH, A AR BAR T,
Fikz— N “k IEARULHEE” (k-nearest neighbor matching), B 53k

e #3 5 sl ) kK NASFEEAME . IS k=1, WA “—XF—ILEe”
(one-to-one matching).

(HEE “ipeilr 48" AT e 257
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75k 2 W SR A 4 () 4 BE B b - py| < e, — MR
£ <0.250 hore, 1 O pscore A AIAF AT HIREAIRIE 225 RN “FR R
ULAC” (caliper matching)ay, “=f42£JLHEC” (radius matching).

FHiEZ =R “RRARIEABILE” (nearest-neighbor matching
within caliper), 7E457€ R R ol IR mITILAS, HEEERAT

PAE =i A i EAR SRR UL ECIE
73— RULECTT SOV BARIL AR, BALAMARIVLECES SR A R A
)2 B AR (G L 454E common support ZAMIAMA), R ARYE

MRS A FE G T A FE P EQTEBER, maEPED, i
7E L B E A N 0).
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90i = Z W(i’j)yj

j:DjZO

Hodr, wii, J) Jyid A o (1) BOACER .

SAE HAZ R AR THREACEWG, ), WRFEZ I “ LR
(kernel matching)(Heckman et al, 1997, 1998), H A HE KA N

o K[(x, - x) /]
D)= S —x) 11

Hor, h oo, KONZERE. J, TN “ZElafdite.
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Gn Pl R R R Al T w(i, §) » MIDNITYAZ T« Rl 2t (e )

ULEC” (local linear regression matching).

FiEZ N E NG “ =WFES” (cubic spline) k{11
w(i, j), FRN “FESLULEE” (spline matching).

T s A T LA _E A AR DL B VA Bk S H(bb i, k ST RBVLEC A
K BUE, s&maal, W abBEE41), Sk i Jo BIwfhTE e o

AAAETEH T — VMBI 055, R RER I8 HAR i ok
FEULEL T

IRFERHHANTFEAZ (NN, WINEEAT A TR VLA .
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IR Z BA Al LRI A, AT 25 8 — X% 2 JL G
Az VLS, LR lLAC R .

L AN F VLA T, B E AR

PSM ] J BR £

(1) PSM i ZK HROR BIRE A2 2 LIS 31 & ot = A ULAC .

(2) PSM ZE3R Ak PR 2H B 475 il 4 0t 1] 45 o0 A B B L R HUE T8
[l (common support); S0, 4 FE KRB ZWNHE, FEEFETT

FEARA BAERE.
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(3) PSM WK ¥zl n AL & 5200, WIAFAE AR AS m] AR w5 17 %
(selection on unobservable), 5F “BaiEfmz " (hidden bias),

28.6 A4 VLEC R Stata 524

28.7 fRERIEILEfL T &

FEANE FIAS 70 DR B 28 — B B A v () 4993 B, A7 A2 A0 e PR (R] 4
F probit, logit ZidFZ1Lit).

Abadie and Imbens (2002, 2004, 2006, 2011) . & 3 [A] 21| 5 ] B[]
5 IRHE S, @47 A AR H e v IE 41 (ties) i k im 2B ULEC .
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A1 T JE K5 7 VT BC (inexact matching) — % 77 78 ki 2=, Abadie and
Imbens $2H TR ERIER 7L, @i EEP TSR TR E, A
JE 153 “mZER IEVLEL S 11~ (bias-corrected matching estimator).

Abadie and Imbens & i i) 7E Ab B 2H Bl f5 1) 28 N #8347 — ¥R UL
A, 1927577 250 N HEGL AR bR R .

28.8 WEZE BRI ILA

X FINESE, WAFERA R Bk, AU 7%

(1) REfHEZ AR S, PLe il ZISERsE, 2
Je i UL BC At it
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(2) 4n 5 5 M Ao T AR B D f S T UL AR B R I I ] T A,
A7 PTG P < 0 2 43090 1 993 D I -

(differences-in-differences PSM estimator).
(3) FEEABr R, el B B Sel e, 2 0LEE 9-12 75,
(4) (AT AAR®EL, s 13 15 i B N ALY

(5) AR A AT AL B 30 5 ) 52 T SR AT TH AR AN W AR B e B ) R
i, 2 I, Altonji et al (2005).

ARAT/ AR W E %4> PSM,  H Heckman et al (1997, 1998)#2 H:
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(A AR AR, TC S A I IO, SEaeJE B IOt .
FERII, SERIR R R AR, WA MR ITE S RIS ATIE N Yor o

ERTIIL, SCH TR, BT, T Y (B 5%
1) 5 Yo (R B 555).

XU E ZZ 5y PSM BT B I $2 2548 AT 20 P AR -

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

EIECE T, TS ATT:
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/\

ZNL Z (Yai — Yori) — Z W(i, J)(Yoi — Yorj)

J:jelgnSy

Moo, S, %3t A B {H 3t i 4 4 (common  support)
,={i: D 1}(%@@&1@ &), 1o ={i: Dy =0} (I HHES), N
A0S B AL P BRZL /A, WG, §) xR TR G )
BUEE, T S A% DG B8 35 (] VA DT () 7 3 R 2

JiEIRNN 5 — I (Ve — Yo ) NACFRH MK | 9250 /o A4, 1T
55 I (Yog — You ) A HIALANME j BRTE 221K
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X EE 224> PSM VRSB0 .
—& . WAL E DS A E X T 157

500 W T AR M B, e S L ULEC R A i i
A{ZIK(EﬂEﬁqEE/\Sp)

BP T ACERA RO, LG AR TR AL
(y1t| yOtI)

FHIUD . KT AR AR 1, RS H VLA A4 A2 i 21
MERIHTE W Yoy —Yory), HrlelonS,,

A T Vg — Yo ) 5 Yoy — Youy ), HR3E A AT 17115 57 1%
VLGB R R 2 B UL AL, BRAS 2 ATT -

40



XEE Z25 PSM VAL AL AT LAFE il AN B3 (unobservable) (H A
BE ) 8] 224 (time invariant) 1) 2H 8] 22 5,  bbanAb #2054 2H 7 )
K H AR X, Biab B SiEd A8 AR REE RS

28.9 W= =3/ BAE

AT AR IR FE A — MR IRTE I &, AR AEEAR & D, 58 4l %
ELEAR B X 78 TR I T KT R E

P CLEAT 73 H AR & X R A “ 0 41 AR &7 (assignment variable) .
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Bl 5 RS Tt Ns2m, ek E R 5 5(D) e 4
BT HH 5 B X A2 5 AR I 500 77

o )1 #% 2500
" ]0 #x <500

e RS BRI ESS R 058 Voir Ya) o

AT D X B e YRR AL, e E X TR DL T, PR DAl oy &
B WO T (Yoi Yar) > 9 2 FT RS PEEE

{EARESEH] PSM, DUV EE BB E AN, XS i3 AL BEZH il 07
#AlA3 % 2500, 1M A AT 42 A A SR AT X <500, 584 30 4R |
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HEFEAS B D A% IR A, T D). BT EBD(X)E x = 500
U7 2 — AN 5 (discontinuity), AT A DX v R SR U o

ST E 2 SN 498, 499, 500, Bk 501 %4, w4 14E
07 TH (BFE U AR & 5 A 0] U AR &) # A RS E T

HATEHE RS E R RElm T “ B eF7 ML) 45
B, B8 Gi N 500 5% 501 1A FRZFGHEANAFRA), 1SN
498 BY, 499 1) A A (G N FE 1) 2H) .

R o P SR, 9 %o o8 25 R AE /N8I 500 — &, 500 + & | 2 [ [
FAEAT TRENL AL, AT AR DY HESELG

H T AEAE RN 2H, don] — ST 7E x = 500 BT 1 Jay 36~ 34
AR %53 (Local Average Treatment Effect, f&jic LATE):
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LATE = E(y; — VY, | Xx=500)
= E(yy | x="500) — E(y,; | x=500)
= Iim E(y;; [ x) = im E(y,; | x)

x4500 xT500

Hoop, 1im b5 lim a5 =00 500 (A5 05 22 AR R . {5 1%
E(Yy 1) 5E(Yy | X) NS s, bR BR AR 25T BRSO

B, R RO E B, T A Dy

D. =

1 #Hx>c
0 X <C

ERBIESCIR AT, S RAZE Y, 5 % LIAMFAEUT R 2R A&

44



V. =a+ X +¢g (1=1---,n)

i D, = I(x = c) HJALF RN IR, Wy, 5 x Z R 1458 R A
X = C ALRAFAE — R _E B ER BT A

28.4 Wi ]
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{6 x = ¢ T, MAESTHTERAED, HRE(, | X)Lk
R (9 — 5 ) LA D, (ARSI BR B E X = ¢
Jib Dy, 169 L S0

N T AsTHERER, RS N
V. =a+ (X —¢)+ 0D, +y(x, —c)D, +¢& (i=1---,n)
A B (% — ) Ay X fObRIEAL, 43 (% —C) IR 5 0.
I NHBTy (% — ) Dy su 1 W s A £ (81 3 e Ak 22 ] LAAN [A]

X 7 FEREAT OLS [Bl)H, Br45 5 W2 7E x = ¢ &b K LATE fhitt&.
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T 1 [R5 26 A7 A2 W i, PRy “ W R IR H 7 (Regression
Discontinuity, f&jic RD)EZ“ W7 55 B3 1% i1 ”(Regression Discontinuity
Design, f&jic RDD).

AT E W7 S B T A B AR AEBENL 23 4H,  — e T s B & Y
A M (internal validity) b5 G — il S2 56

Lﬁ i [E A AR ¢ RS RE LSS ” (local randomized experiment);
o 22 AR T A W S ) 93 AT 2 5 2 R A S B AL o

(R (R VS HE T AE B i b T R SRS R, HAA— @ Re ) 2=
MEEAAE, MM A RE (external validity) 52 5 R
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{5 Thistlewaite and Campbell (1960)5 FH Wr &5 [0l YT #F 75 22 22 4 5%
TAREAN BB, HTRPER7 I MEHRE, HREiN|
UFIRBIBRIARUE S 22— RUIA BRI 224 BA AT HE

I Angrist and Lavy (1999)7EMT 7T HE AR XS Bt IR MR, F
T BT RS — I BEREAT I 8l U 2] B PR e BE
B EIRDY 40 45742, —Hiaid 40 4424 (bein 41 44 524:), U
IR I N
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28.10 K5hir mim])

W L [BA AT o P, — PP A2 RS AT i [ml 5 (Sharp
Regression Discontinuity, f&jic SRD), FHAFEZLEWT & x = ¢ 4b,
MRS B AL E FTRE R 0 BRER A 1.

ARy AR T A B )37 (Fuzzy Regression Discontinuity,
faiic FRD), HAFMERIEWI A x = ¢4k, MEERIALE MR I a
Bk AN b, He0<a<b<l,

(EIRE Wb R i w i ) T [T P SR LT

G, AR m I e S I, Ee A TR (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, AV TR

N DRIZ A T L, RTAE TR AR BTN (EEan — R I), FFRR
7€ X FBUEYEE Jy(c—h,c+h).

Y, =a+ B (% —C)+0D,; + (X —c)D

+B,(% =€)’ +7,(x —¢c)°’D. +& (c—h<x<c+h)
Hrh, 5% LATE Biffih&, o A isfn sk ish 5o 2,

(B EHRWE h BRHUE, H ARG T B AR R EOE 2
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WEFCE AR FE AR AR, AT BRI R EOE A, HAT
L I s /MU I 5 iR 72 R e a7 56 .

—AER A R AR R A, R/ MEn s H bp R

o 2L K[ =)/l ~a = Ax ~0)=0D, =70 c)D ]

Hr, KO)AZRE . FXWr i BlE, B8 IR R E08 =
#% (triangular kernel) 5 % /£ # (rectangular kernel, E1¥21#%).

i AR, WD OLS [mIH, SE4 T ESCIZ 8 H . bl
ThEWREA “ R REAMGTHE” (local Wald estimator).
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55 B%ﬁl‘:%ﬁﬁ/h_h em(x)=E(y;| %), my(x)=E(y,|x), NI
o=m(c)—my(c), o=my(c)—my(c)-

Imbens and Kalyanaraman (2009)#2 H i& i % /ME 1 [8] U B8 %L
TE W 3 Ab 138 77 1% 28 R B e L e B -

min E{[ml(c) ~m,(©)] + [y ()~ m, (C)]Z}

AT AETT R RN RE IR 25 R A &y, () A Ph AR Eow,

R VA T w, AN IR I [ A — B0, (EIA P EE ]
f)jz//"i‘ﬁ:z:ﬂlﬁﬁﬁ AT TF B N HEN -
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N SRR T w TE x = ¢ AL A3 B R BB AEAERRER, AN ERs
S AR YA T FZ I H A LR

W S BB R SR scoE, AR E w, BISRA E EAE x = ¢ AbIESE.

N TR, AR w PR A A VO R A R, AT
ABE, HBEHI AR B AE x = ¢ A BkER.

“WHA434” (endogenous sorting):

LIPS

=G RNIE S N, IR B 5SS e A i o)

A% & (complete manipulation), H 47 RE N\ b3 2H 53z i 28,
SRR, T E T R KR
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MR RS ATF R AN, 503 GeHE o Hhdz i) o HAR &=
(partial manipulation), N|— B ALELE B

SHFWAETH, P ANERS B, Wal iR EE AT G .

BRAFENE s H, MEEATEFEE AN S, S8 AHA
B X ISR OO FEWT A x = ¢ MARIES:, BILERIRAZET A
PR B TE o

McCrary(2008)#& H # % LA T I 1% -

Ho: @=Inlim £ (x)—Inlim f () =In f " ~In f~ =0
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BRI O K HRRAER, ATAG 3035 R B F (x) /2 75 x = ¢ Abi%ELE,

N A7 H AR AT BEfE AT AR B w, 1E X = ¢ IS AT AN 575 WU
S PR T w, (SR AF R TEAE X = ¢ AbJe R EELE

s AR B EAEAE A R, seperh — R R IE
LTSGR, PLORIERS I

(1) ANCk =Mz 5B R & R R (EE ST
2SR T);

=

(2) o3 AN Al A s U Z5 R (kean, sefimr 56 L =2
— BRI L)

\s

55



(3) 4M N A A i 5 T & WA R

(4) FATHBE ERL, IR A RS A R &
R TR AL

28.11  FECRSIT SIS

BB T s Bl R IE A, EWT A x = ¢ &b, MAT5 21 A 2 i il
M aBkikhb, Edo<a<b<l. BIffix>c, WA—EEF| A,
{H15 B A FR I HERAE X = ¢ G NIESL I BEEE .
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A
[H T 7 2 [l )

31
AN

b

a
e

0 - c X

%] 28.5 s By W s 1] V-5 A 7 s il

Bl &% s B2 IFARE e ARl B, ge S R Ie B T
R ER, BEEfA8 B LG BRI R E RSt
B2, EE AR IEA RIS 2N, MG 2 E R
R WM B SEAE 0 AR BB AT — AN LR kR
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ERHIBT SRR DL N, A3 S D A el HARE x Prife.

— Rk, SomMALEEARE x FIHEHABR R M a s B E Y,
SEAAERIHFTEF AT E D 58 ie i<, it OLS A—F.

B BRI GT B RN D S AN 2 Va5 22 3 BUAR L I, T Ff
AR )52 73 AT PASE M 45 R A &y

FERCR T RIS O R IRBIFEIAE RO, 75 9] NS ALABE

BE AxEx, My, -y,)HMZTD, BI(y,— Vo)L DX

58



e ERE, A ETHZE x FITEN T, DA LLS y 4855,
EARE S Z I H IR (v, — Yo ) FH IR

HTy=y,+D(y,—Yo)» &

ECy | X) =E(y, | X)+ E[D(yl_ Yo) | X]
=E(Y, | X)+E(D]x)-E[(y; - ¥o) | X]

o, [(yl yo)|X]E$f]57l\fExﬁUh 1M E(D | X) 9t [a) 1547
Xt I M ¢ A I U PR T 45

M E(y | ) = ME(y, | )+ IME(D [ X) - HME[(y; - yo) | ]
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XF EZCPRIA N ¢ B A U R AT 45

IME(y [ x) =IME(y, | x) + IME(D [x)-lim E[ (Y, = Yo) 1 X]

BRIZE(Y, | X) S E(y, | X)7E x = ¢ AbIESE, W HER IRE T AR,
ST HRREUE, AIimE(y, | x) = limE(y, [x), 1 H

IME[(y, = Yo) | X] =M E[(y, - o) [ X] = E[ (v, = Yo) [ X =]
7 FEAH T 15 <

limE(y | )~ imE(y | X) =| imE(D | x)~ HmE(D ) |-E[(y, - o) [ x=c]
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MRS R T 5 [ U 1) 78 SCRTRT

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

IIME(Y | X)—lImE(Y | X)
LATE =E[(y, - Yo) | x=c]=—2% i
Iiin E(D|x)—|im E(D|x)

TRt RS W S AR LATE, 14845 3 A3
MR (RIME 550 FE T A5 ¢ Ak IR (b—a)

BE A AR I Bl 2 2RO HE ORSRART RUIB o0 T, b—a=1).
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B 7 T Wi A BRI AL AR LATE,  Sen] FRS i W s [al )
(bban, FdBEett el ) RAb it b+

N EHER R BT 5Ea 8, dodn] AR BT S B E R4S 1,
HEN g ] y o # A & D BA],

BEAT BRI T R (Bl U ) 55— O3 oy T HAR &L
EXZ =1(x>c), Wz 5HAZED K, wetHRmE.

M Z, = 1(x > ) TEWT A ¢ HHITAT 2 TR BaNL S5, # il D,
Wy, SIRENT e A, TR ANME L.
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ik, Z,AD AT HASE, A 2SLS BET it

AT AR R )5 58 h, Ik 2SLS il v R AEEE _b IR 5 T
T B R B B A Ak T &

UA_E BT s [ VA BB AE W s R A5 6 A7 AE SR B BB AT L

QD%/\?H/EZEjjﬁ S (O E)) B X 4k, X P R — AT A
W, BN “AERENLI St (Nonrandomized discontinuity design).

5 DLAERS 65 X a2, AR 65 % B R 3R1FIB K& . LAY,
AR NI ], MR E I RE, AME VAR, BRI, 2B
FELLN =Rl gt
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B, il 65 & & B MAA B S I AR H , Mgt
HAth IRIE S 45 R AL &

HUK, BRI 65 % R Al sR1GIR IR 5, (HIBMR & 19 RN Al BE
LV G A Re R BL(RI AT BEAEAE B A UML) o

wJa, BT MERTPATIL 65 % PAE ¥ 1S 2BIRE, W] REfE
65 % Z BB H 25 TN

XX R RENE, NMRHAT BAR DT, A RefR R NMEARRIEE 12 .
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A — A AR BEALT 5 B M PR XA E N AR B, DA RR X
Iy FLERAE W S, 34T “ HUBET A([B1UH” (geographic RD).

{5 Black (1999)ii it LU AR 7 X 43 5 2 N 114 o5 Al B850 e
FOA 1 o1 2 /N2 30E IS4 = R (willingness to pay).

A T AR ] LU AR AR 22 X 00 A2 R — 0, SR XEAR Dy
IR BB . R E U, FE SRR, B 1A E AR,
(E H At 7 ) L350 =50

N T ARUES AL AT BL i, Black (1999)41[%: T 2 &+
AT TE BI 5 I N B 1 3 0 a3 S 2k (5 BT A8 B ey I 2 B PN O A
XA RE AR ARZEN, REBERIT),
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5l Gabla THlERKHAL S 5200) 1E1573-18124- W8], PE 314
VE R AEAVE SR AL ST 1 — MK “mining mita” 5% ]
W ARG E . R EME, Sy LRa—e XN, 81
T X Rt R E B N O — 1B s 1.

AT FT R A K BrR2m, Dell (2020) 1 FH B 5 [m] U1 5k Bl
BEIX 3o SR M U AR K BEH T 5 LE K B A R L.

N T PRUESF T2 ELAT AT EE

P, W THIER T 0 e —MA
PRI 53— 0 Dy 22 2 3 1 Bk R o8 00 2
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28.12 Wy A EJAR) Stata 324

28.13 AR ARTY

AN T AR B e R R ) 1 — 77 BN b AR & D,k
1T G5 M) 15 . Maddala (1983)3& Hi “ Ab 2k N Y 7 (treatment effects
model):

Y, =xif+yD, +¢

A E R LI “AF FFE” (treatment equation) BT ER € -

D; = I(zi0+u;)
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Her, Al xAHEESNZE, Hyth2bH 1% E,
Wz, NExT,

B Cov(zy, 6) =0, BlERz s Me2t 2 50HD, H
ANE R A Ry, (RN D A2 ;) #WAlRE 2, M08 IV

B IBN I (&, u;) AR 4 25770 A -

H, pN(e, u) AR R EL 1 5 Z sy 1o
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Lt p 0, Kk NAMERIRIE.
MR p=0, WAFENEN, THEZM OLS 53] —8fhil.
MNFZEmE, yEHHEA

EC(y; D =1 x, 7)) =xi{f+y+E(5|D, =1 x, 3;)
=x;f+y+E(g|z0+U; >0, x;, 7;)
=x;p+y+E(s|uU > -z, x;, 7;)
=xif +y+ po, A(-z9)

S, 20 WRKKITEREL () = 200 CHER TR A7),
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RS INE WA E N

EC(yi D =0,x, %) =x{f+E(5|D; =0, x;, z;)
=x;f+E(&|z0+U, <0, x;, z;)
=x;f+E(g |u, <70, x;, ;)
= x;f — po,A(z9)

RePT REARI, TGS IINE SRS INE KR E I 2 2=

ECY; ID, =1 x;,5)-E(Y, | D; =0, x;, 2,) =7 + po, [/1(_5{5) +/1(zi,5)]
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LIPS REJs 5082 14 RS E el NI @1 G AN 15 U:#/ ~ll wb= W B
% "I po, [A(=z(0) + A(z}0)], FEA—EHIAE T (ERAEp =0).

E XA i XU (hazard) A

A(-z;9) %Di =1
" |-Az0) #D, =0

AR IG5 TR T2 5k B R ),

E(Y; | %, 2) =xif+yD + po, 4
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Al AT AT Heckit BN 2148 .

#—3: F Probit {fii 5 FEP(D, =1|z,) = ®(2/6), 1FFHH1ES,
AR

#ob: HOLS Y, —%25x, D, 4, #HEIMHIHER, 7, po, -

PV RS TH DT HS S e T, 28— P RMETHRZE
WAL L, FERCEMK

FEE YRS Z, M MLE, [FBRETTIrE B S4.

AT ARG T S KRR L 5, AL AT 12,
L ARARNV, BRREATIARMIES, HRFER—E it
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