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1. EC®»IC

Ron-&FE2zEMTEHL, ERIZKVEEI N
21782 REBT 272012, BUFIXFBINEILICED <
BRI (Evidence-Based Policy Making; EBPM) @
REIREEEZ HEE L TV B, BORIR O R KABIZAIT T
&, MEtET X 2RV HE - HEOME, BURS
RoOTHE - HIE - T E2BEROWE L W o 727 %
VAV YA VDML BETH S, E LR EIT
WCHEWTIE, FHERRE (KO MHHbR) (2 HES
SR OFEREAHRIEAL T 1, FHENROEEKFEM AT
DNTEBDOD, J8TRIZERIZEBU BRI
WTEHHIL, FHRAICRAET 2E(II I ETHAIC
b0 T IR o7z, Fk 28 4 11 HICE L5588
PRELE [ Ay IROmREIZHTT—ZDA
RN DEE S — ) TlE, TRZA 51 - R 51b) & A
by ZIRBERAEDZDDEERIKD 1 D& U TAHE
1, SBITONEWMOMAL LT, (1) BEWRIERD
R - E RO ARE, Cyv T =&, TV —
N EDIEIAWEROIEH, (2) #IZTEDLD D PTG
W, BAADILR, (3) WEN—ADRF I FiE
DIERIZ AN A BT S hTn 5.

HEBFMTIX, A by 7SRO FBURM % % HIIZ
B2, MatT— 2 2GMTTEHA LR S, ATRERR D E
BN - BECHEZIEET S Z koo ns. 2D
—HT, EBTOHELFTMTIE, FEOMBDOHAIR

Pe UT, lERa B GEFTEE) , MR seRE
M7 EOEET — X PHERERTLEORRELL 720
ZRTONR—RINT, BiEREBIC X BFHEICH E > T
W5, HiRIER T, FHEEMEITER TORNE/IAY
FHEELITICLIMBETHE N ERHRTET, Eor
AEATAS R % B TREMEAS S E T E RV, BURRI R OFE
il BWTIE, BURZET UGG (with) & 57 L 7%
Do 7256 (without) @ 2 77— A D il (G fEHE) A%
BEARTHE. TOB, REBFTTNVREEANT“EHL
Kol —A” ZEBHETEZHERHEIEDD, Z5
U2 E TVIE KB DEME R T 2 T 22 0otz
MEND 5. HREBEMEPE 6T Ay 7R %
HEYNTHUR T 5 720021%, 25 U2l T ko E D
JRBAERTHB.

EBPM OXHRTCIETF Y AL WS A, FHITHR
527 —=XTlEHRL, FLBRESROMIZA SN DM
MR TE A+ T. BB RS NN EER%E
T LaL, HERFEREIREOBIRT -2 2HW5
LA, BEPMOREN R ENRNET D20, BED
KRN RO E NI N 2 72 5. HES, 25U
M % w3 B bk~ s R SR HE G FIEARE S 1
FTNSEEALZELEMENERIITbODNILTWS., &
AREHEDE TH, @EGERCHE, @Y AT LR
ORI VT TEAEDE 72 5 THRES R OHE 2R
ADLMEPBE S BEINTVWEHDD, DHFER
AWwond T —223MEmIcEbEbTHD, ThH
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K1 BEAIRSIR & A R

s

WER (X =1) : IC EfFEr b

SR (X =0) : ICEfFHH1frhbiis
hy o 7= Hide;

L7568 LU AR

EEU R h o 2EENER (RER)

Bl Lo 58

EBLU %37 o 1 ERE R (RER)

FHLU 7GR

DEEPHR & UTHMC B X N TWRWIRIIZ
5. £7-, EBNFEHZNRE UL, BHEOEZ
ARROTRSNT NS,

IO Ui EE 2, DURTIX, 2. THEHRE
HEFRD A TR D WTHEEL L, 3. T3l SR fia
OREHEIZET EMEIZOVWTLEa—F 5. 20D
£, 4. CIHREFIREHER 7 70 — F O 23 @ R il
FEA A~ D [ 7B BB A 4T D & & BRI
DWTRAR 3B,

2. ERME DR

AETIE, SEEREHEIISICE 26T Ay
SR AFNZZET, KREHERIZS T HBAINEE L = oxt
JSEEIZ DWW TS 5.

(1) BEMNEREERMR
EHREROEBRIE->TTI VX —F Y (ML, IC
LELT) DVEf I IR (ALiERE) LS o
7ok CAREE) DMFHET 5. 22T, X X ICEfHD
A ULEOHIDYT) 2KT 2MEEHTH D, i
BIThNBIGEITIE X =1, BiPITbhanWgEaiz
EX=0%223b0rT5. £, Y(X) RAMYE
F, & 2 WAl AR X A4 e M &\ o 72 s D B 72
T b b (REREH) THYD, BlEHirbni
Ex Y1), BiEPMfThnehro7256% YV (0) LRT.
IC BE i A3 i 12 BAF 9 R ER R (individual
treatment effect; ITE) (%, AMLEEIZ XD,

ITE; =Y;(1) - Yi(0) (1)

LEHZINDG. b, FHLEREPFERICEREZRD
7211, (a-1) Hiug s DEFFERRER {V:(1), Y;(0)} 134t
KD IC B DRILUNIKAFE L 7N 2 &, (a-2) Huddi i
T B ALE (B2, IC OEMARPHTTIZIEIT S
KRR E) RLEVIZEE->TWVWEIEEWNS 2D
DM EMETIHRENDD. T 5iE, SUTVA 4
(stable unit treatment value assumption) & X%
(SUTVA &2 0 T, 4. TUHTiEams 2) .
e NT, REMTH 22N RMIKICE T 2 FII0E
B (average treatment effect; ATE) 1%, {EBIALELR)

ROMFHEZHWTUTO LS ITERI NS,
ATE = E[Y (1) = Y(0)]
= E[Y(1)] - E[Y(0)] (2)
Z DL, ERSHISIZE W T IC 2V X /- R e
SN TBEDT 7 NI LDEDEETH 5. Ak
12, IC Vi = -l LERE) 12351 2 EMLER)
£ (average treatment effect on the treated; ATT) I,
ATT = E[Y (1) = Y(0)X = 1] (3)
CEHEEIND. LML, R-1LITRTHED, EBHUEDL-
ToIBERIRE SR (FSE) BT ER\\W2o, A
AT Z AR ATRETH S, ZOMER, TK
RAEIRIZ B BRARE (Holland?) ] XIFEN 5.

(2) EERZIWHT
Likoi@E Yy, KRR ZEHEMIZEHIT 2 Z & 3R
A[HETHD. T, LD &I REMPEZIE, EBICH
HENT—2OANSHENREHET D LNT
5. WERIZ, ICHEEINIHIELN T > K LI
BEIIN DR (WEAEIDYT) 2BELLS. 2ok
&, ICEfoAM X LEENTRER {Y(1),Y(0)} &
AT
{Y(1),Y(0)} L X (4)
LD, RERE RO IEEEZ B 1) 2 BHE RS R 0 oA
ERENDOMAEALSDTHLERATIENTES.
L7zh- T,
EY(1)] = E[Y(1)[X =1] (5)
ElY(0)] = E[Y(0)[X = 0] (6)
MHNLT B s, X (2) OFHIUERZ
ATE=E[Y()|X =1]-E[Y(0)|X =0] (7)
PEEETIENTES. X Q) IRHEEZELED
FHlcE vy, R (7) JBRT—21 05T 52
EHBETH B, TDXSIT, WEDE O YT & M
BIZITH 22Tk b, WEIZ X ARESE (HAE)
EWMEET 5 A1k, 50 X L bHERRER (randomized
controlled trial; RCT) & MEE, FEERWIZETIA < EH
INTWB., —FH, BIEHEIZENTIE, BBRERT
RCT %2175 Z L IIARABETH B EDD, Hi=hdH TV
X LIZEERDE D M T o, EERIARIAED X



BEERE
X=0,1

EEMW
Y(0), Y(1)

(a) HML7R A RBALRD 7T — A

Hotg B 1%
U
S R AFEM
X=0,1 ¥0), Y (1)

(b) BELUHBI D 7 — A

s E 1
U
IR B EEM
X=0,1 Y(0), Y (1)

(c) M d B — 2

-1 WX T 7T LOH

N RS ePRTEHLEVEETS. TD LS
M —Z0%, FAR - BMSERR (MEEER) L iiEh, RCT
CIRBRD TTHEIZ & O INRR R OBGEED A BE L 72 5.

(3) =&

BEFRIZBVTIE, WEIEELKIZE LY ToNn
TWVWRWEENIFLAYTHY, LELo#iEHETIE
HEEAEIZNA T ARG END AREEA E V. B-1 13 X
&Y ORICHBERBRVIBIR I NG & DR REMHEE %2R
757 (KBERZAT7I75L) OHITH 5. T
FN-EBRITEN SN2l E, 2, REIXEZEME
DHREMEFEOAEERL TS, E-1(a) TlX, X %
JRIA, YV 28R e T RREEDAZROXAT I
LTHY, ZO0HBE, X LY OROHEEREZ ZD %
FINRER LML CHER V. —F, B-1(b) T,
X Y ORIZEAIZRL, RbDIZ X, Y IZHITTE
Flzf D@D M U PFELTWS. 2D XKD %t
&% X4 (confounding) X \W\», X & Y IiZd@L
THEZ RJFTERNU ERMER T (LERE) LEEh
5. ICEfiDHITIE, HEEPZEEL NS MDA
V7 T OO MU O N A ¥ O IR IZ B 1
2 R JE M Xt AR E B BRI T L A 0 15 5.
AR T EES D56, Ak, EHENREGREZR-
WX LY OfICHBEPBEI NG, Z0X57%H
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FRIZEEOUHREE L IFEIEN 5. fRic, B-1(c) IZEHNZ
RSB R & RAKIZ & > TH U B ELHABNRIEL TH
D, AERED Y THOREERBIEMAETUIELIERS
NHRMTHD. ZOLE, X LY OfTEEINDS
MIBBEGRZ 2D F FREMAKRE RRd T & 2 &IFE4D
ThHb.
SEHEIMFAET B E IR R 2 304 5121, B
TERTEEDVHNL L TOVEHBELRD 5.
BUVWEBRTOEMATREAREIY HT (strongly ignor-
able treatment assignment) %4 (Rosenbaum and
Rubin, 1983)
(b-1) Zefhfh & PRzt

{Y(1),Y(0)} L X|U (8)
(b-2) Zefthff = AR :
0<P(X=1U)<1 9)

SR EMNME 2 1F, Bl AR U DM LE
DEY LT X ITHEEEZBERIIRL, £/, &
B U 2R E, BERRSER {Y(1),Y(0)} D576
ZEHSDRIZEID M THENEZDIREL RN 2T
Hb. FHAAEEEESE, S2AoNEZ]REEU OTF
T, WEIZE DT ONBHERNPOIDRES T LD
INEWE WS EETHE, EVWZEE, BIUER
ZIBMEE (R 1) BT ZITRWEER (FER0) 1
BENBZVEWVWSZETHD. BN ERT O AR
RE) MTEENHLL T WhiE, BB U OEZE
XY OMOREMEEZFML, ThozE U On
ATHAETDHILITED, FHINESREHET S Z
ENTED.

ATE = Ey[Y(1)|X = 1,U] - Ey[Y(0)|X = 0,U]
(10)

nE, REEFEBIZL > THNEMREZHEET 57200
HRW 72 Fike LT, BlIRETLVERWS A, <V
Fr IR E WS HiERED S, BRET IV (HE
DEDFETIN) ZHWS HiEX, LREFEHLSEHTE
BIRADRENE DD, FEREHE ML ROBEROET
WAL ZE D L HEEMEIZKERNA T ANELEZ &N
I TWwa, v F Uo7 TlE, LERIZEEND
AR FE L (721, EWV) HOH-EEEFFOMEKE
SHHABED HIBATRT 2/ED 1, fEIRME OFERET D%
ERTOBCEETE I Il& > TEHUESEZ2E

L (NG e ?) £ TORERDE UM 2R OMEKRE L2~
TIZTBRET Y F U IPHBTEHZE DD, EEITIXEM
PR#ECTHD. £ZT, (AERMOEHZ2EEHE (vNT / LAH
Wi7e &) U7z BT, b/ W H 2 K2 BINT 2 50k
By F 2 O RREEDHMEM LTk~ y F U7 LW RN
ZAlEF Y VN= v FUTRENBLFHEING., £/, <V
F U OB R FAET B2 AV DOFEE NI T 570,
A= NVERECE DR U Ry FUOHFE L TRA
THRFREREEREINTWS,



e s, 7z, EillkTRR, REEOHEZ N D2HD
JEIZ 1, BT LT U P ALERE & IR O RS R4
BOEDV2ZFHOEAZM > THRAT L. YV F
Y IRREMLE WS HIEE, NTA MYy I RERX
bz B e Uiz, BIFE TR 5 HE % [
WL ENTES. — AT, EBOHENZVGA,
W OMEMR BT D & 5 REY e RT 2ffd Z &N
3 & 73 B 0 R 8 DR 3 1 12 D DR
MMES BB E UTFET 5.

(4) EmRI7
—fIZ, VAR T OMEGIATREARE D Y TR & 7
T E L OREEPRE L5, Eido@EDy, LEE
ZRET 5 BT, T O A HITHENTHE e D
WL 725, ZOMEZREIT 572017, Rosenbaum
and Rubin (1983) 12 & » TRESI N/ME1ER R 3
7 (propensity score) TH 5. FERIZ, HH AT
EHOWIHELRE, RIZETVOREER-722LT
BN T APNE L, HEFRHRPBEETH 5 Z 2R
HINTWE., HHAaT7E, LEDOH VYT X &
OBRINZEEE U IZHL, UPBE5E2oNERTE
fEA DL EIZE D 24T 5N 5 R
e(U) = P(X =1|U)) (11)

YUTEES NG, BIAATT o(U) THAMI -5
£, ISRDA L JLEDEN D 4T AL L 72 2,

U L X|eU) (12)
ZDEE, HAATTIZET B 5 & stk
{Y(1),Y(0)} L X]e(U) (13)

MEONDZEPHSIZENT WS, LD->T,
MAITIE, ZRTOIRERVPFEONHEREZ 1 IRTTDE
B UTENLAETH S, 22T, EBITIZRMEIIA
DMEFAA AT DEMEIZH N ST, T—XroHfiETS
BERH L., WEIZBIIZETLVOHREL LTI, 7
Oy hETILPOYY NETANMIHINE Z &N
%\,

PS; = Probit(X; = 1|U;) (14)
ZZT, HEAITDHEEIZEWTEE LS 2 AT
DNWTHBRS. 1R HIE, EHAX a7 OHEEIZHW S I
BEEVPIZLTEINTH S, DA EBRRD &,
FERAHEEER D B BN EBIZOWTIE RS
REELEATHIE, WEIZX->THEEZITDE
BO(PREZE) BETNVIZEDBIRETIERNI LT
H53. 2 mHIE, BHI M A DT DM E S

2 D& EMEERROERBENS VYUY - AT LRER

3 A EFHIUCM LTI, Pearl DEBEHHRT Tu—FI12B1F 5
[Ny 7 R7E#E) BDEMTHS. WEXAT 7 ILI2B80WT
[Ny 7 R7 3] %7z 3 A RO/ % mlIR a0 OFiHE S
LCEMUZEE, RABIICBI 2063082 5HT 5KE
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MG (13) i LTWA R TH D, SAEORE%

EREMHRT 522 IETERWAY, BEMICHRT 52

YIFTES. 9, FRETIL (14) B aTil %

FoTWwarENTHS. FlIIB+HSIZE T ILRE

ROA, WP AMEWGESIXEE R A ENET

VS R\ELT WD HREM 2 ERT 5. iz, (12) R

DB, WEREE NBEETOLLEDODHMHEARL & A

BEDZNESDTH S, WRFTOFEIPHERZIT TR

B, PERZDEDERFRL EARE S, L2EFAT

DERAMAIZEUCETHRT I LAEF LV EX

N5, ZOXIRELINT VAF v I EIEENS.

Sff (13) AL L T\ R W &l S Nz ad, L4

BOERIEP R A EZBIMU CTE TN EHEE LET H

B R 2R L YR A Yy 7

ERHAT LR EOMERBEL LS.

fHA a7 2 W BARNaE FEe LT, <Y
F U RN, BRETLVEZHWS HERHSE
DD, ZNEFNIRD LD WREPFRFEI N T WS,

() ~vF v - ElfEfrcl, KRR EMIX
AETE2H00, FEHERGEDIBAERIRE RO &
WIARHE (E[Y (1)), E[Y(0)]) 2#E$ 2 Z 2T
ERAAN

(i) ~vF 7Tk, v FIha{ll (I o
ZDINS WS ORE) DI IO W THIRE
EEEfTTOND 720, @, MEFCBIT SR
B (ATT) U EE I, £72, &HO
P TINVOREIIZMO VD254, T TR
RKEVWHIZEENDE T — X DL L BHEEICRHH X
NMENT A B,

(iii) MR TIE, A a7 &REREBDOBEGRIZE
TEETNREDELENLHTH S,

MU EDRSZFRL 7ZHECENREINT WS, £9
WHERIC K 52EHTIT (inverse probability weight-
ing: IPW) JETH 5. SN SIS (13) DK
M AL E, EHWA DT OB TEAIFURERE
BOMFHEIX, EY (1)) O RHEERL 25 4.

0] -y i
= E[Y(1)] (15)

U7hioC, ISERGE RO LI O HEME ElY (1))
W, BHIE N T — 2 R AT RO & 5 18X n 3,
N

BY() =5 Y g 09

¥, X 21-X1Z, e(U) 2 1—-¢U) 12, Y;(1) %
Y;(0) IZEEHZ 5 & E[Y(0)] DHEEMEE 720, WD

(fr AN) B FE— Rt s. FMidcEzezsEoz &,
4 EEROHEE TIMER A 27 OHEEE 6 2T 5720, —Bik
EEE 72 5.



20 ATE DHEEETH 5.

T, ZEICA/NR M2H#EE (doubly robust es-
timation) JETH 5. BENEER O FELIARHED — &
IZENA N RHEER E[Y (1)) ZAFD & 5 12% 9.

1 X; \-

TN ; { <1 - e(Uﬂ)Y"(I)}

(17)

ZZT, EL”lﬁinmvmﬁiﬁtﬂbﬁf%é

—H, GUFE2HDY; ()6i, HAs 2% A U7
FIFETIL :

K
V(1) =a1+ Y belUki+ 6 (18)
k=1

DHEEMETH B, 72720, Uy (AR Dk FEHOLAR
D%, a, by FARASTA—=X%2FKT. 22T, HAA
37 OREMDBEL F UL E(X/e) = 1, [IJ#R (18) 2
L BHEEENE L I E[Y (1)|U] = E(Y(1)|U) &7
B2eh5, EH5MHMIELFNEEY(1)] X E[Y (1)
O—HHftEEE 5. HIFLLFEKIC, X %21-X (2
e(U) % 1—e(U) 12, Y;(1) & Y;(1) 2ZhENY;(0)
YY(0) e EA B L E[Y(0) OHEEH L 2D, Wik
D#T ATE O EHE 755,

(5) EDEDE

INFETOHMTIE, 2TCOLLEEZBLRTEIIR
ﬁ#mkthfbé# BRI, BigTERnit

BVRGFHETIHEE6H %\, #EICHERIEEENK
@Té%n,ﬁwa%f®ﬁﬁﬂ%@%0%1%#d
AL, RN TAREL D (RELBANALT
). AREITE, SRV TF=REHOEHEETECE-
T, ZOMELFMTE S I L E2RT

IC #fiEhr bz Ro 7V —7 (WERE) L1i7h
Nk ko 7N — 7 GHREE) oFhZFhnizo
WTC, BEWBOT I N ILDTF—REZAFLTWS
L&D (F-2). Yr(X), You (X) 1%, WER(T) B
FOWHEEE (C) 1B 2E D YT X DEEDRN LT
DFEM S RE A RT. 72770, RSt BMERTT
HF0, WEHETHNE 1 2L B 2EERTHSE. Z
ZTHEEXN R 5 DIk, BV iTbn- gz st
% IC#MEH1E 72 6 T EHRERR, T2bb,

ATT = E[Yr1(1) — Y71(0)] (19)

Thsd. UL, Yr((0) IKEETHD, BT
LIFTERN. TIT, HERXMEEMUEZET, A
FHRER 27NV —T 2RO T— X &R HLUTERL
IR0 T IBAEIIRE R Y1 (0) 258 5 DREDEDE
(Difference in difference; DID) TH 5. HAKHKIZ
i, TILIERE & I D2 & TILERTR DA © 2D
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Yo (X) Yn()
Y71(0)
Y70(0)
/ Ye1(0)
Yeo(0) Pt
t
t=0 t=1
€2 mp) (EfHE)
B-2 ZDENH
DEEZHNT, EZDENE
DID = E[{Yr1(1) = Yc1(0)} — {Y70(0) — Yoo(0)}]
(20)
YRS, DIDIZEY ATT Z2#ET H7-0121F, IRD 2

DORE %M 2L TWBBENDH S, (1) FThL v
FARE (parallel trend assumption) & (c-2) i@ av
2 {K5E (common shocks assumption) T 5. (K€ (c-
1)1&, & UIRIZEDMTO N - 7256, WEREE
HIEHIZBWT, T ML EFLEZ ML Y R2H
< (Y71(0) = Yo (0) = Yro(0) — Yeo(0)) 205 HD
ThHb. E (c-2) 1, NARIDOT Y MALHEE,
ANBEDOT Y S ALAEEDMIZ, TV NN EE
522&57% THOA XYM AEETHRY, L
CBEETVWHE LS 2RI UTRL & S I2/FH
LTWBEWIRETH S 5. HDAEMEDR UL, B
PR RE R LB B BFE L2 & L TH T o AR
HUT—ETHIUL, 2RREDEDZISD ZLIT& o
TXOHEEZHRMR» YV HET Z LA TELNT
HdH. ZDOIEnS, EOEMEFEENRET IV E
I U HEEETH D E VWA D.

X (20) ZAFETVEHNT, MFO XS 1CREL
ESZEMNTES.

Y = Oz-i—ﬁXi-l—’yti-i-(S(Xi 'ti)+€i (21)

ZIZT, i HMARERT AT YA, Y W ME8K i D
WSt iZB 3T N b%, ¢ FiEEEZRT. 22
T, [RIHTIC &> TRD AR EIE (X - t;) DEIRREL
M DID & —89 55, SEiT b LY NMREDHZE N

SURE (c-1) BT (c-2) DR % EREMNICHER T 2 HIRIEEFIE L
BN, B, WEFNZT Y N A LADEREHIE I N TWBEE
ENSDOT—XITBWTILERE, NBEEOWEOT Y M LD
MUY RASETTH B Z L 2R AU, KE (c-2) D
A MR T 5 Z e N TE B,

6 X (20) % OLS THET 254, I NV—T L RNIVOBREEBD
MBI NV—TLRVOREEHRE LTRZONE. —F, [#
ENRETF N> THET 254, (IEfZ2@L T2l R
AL OEEIIAR L ~VOFEAENREE ULTET VL SRE
xha.




ez | | wEEM |
z i U !
TR AN
X Y

(b) BFZH % G ORELA T 25 1
-3 WA & BIELRGE

57012, WERIZEZTNA AL SBEHCEEN
BEEBE NI HIZEM U TV BEDH L. [
ETFNERAWSEEDAEMFEIZBNTIE, X (21) 1 (K
k> TE&MT2) HERZHIMEAKE LCEMNT
LZEMTESL., —HT, INXTOHEMEFERRIZ, €
TIVDIRE NI T RERPBREL R 5.

A A7y FrTeEZDEREEMAEGLET
ERRAT7IYFUT - Z0ENE (DID-PSM)
REINTWVWS. K, By FrI2EALLYE
%, DID-PSM IZ & B REZNROHEE X, RD K ST
N5,

ATTpip-pums = Eewy [E[{(Yr1(1) — Yo1(0)}

—{Y70(0) — Yoo (0)He(U)] | (22)

Thbb, LN SE UMM AT T O % RO KR
tE~vyFU I ULET, (AR TIZE L TRAA
ED) R (20) RFEL, TNELBRIC ST MR
a7 D/ THRHMEZINS Z 212 & 5T ATThp—pus
DOHEMERS. b, EBOHEIZEWTIX, e

Xy F U INRERGENL L, ToMDTy F T

FEIZLOEROMAER Lz Yy F o385,

(6) BRIFEBUE
a) MWEMNAMTZR

B-3 1TRF & D1, mdEE R AR O e %
M EIED VWS REAREHCT 256 TH, 3%
P (D) OBIE» o2 ZHEREEOEY (RW)
g T E R MBS ICE T D LD DR
B (reverse causality)] DFEIFBE TSR, T0D
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& EITEMAFEM X - M & FEME X e Dy o 72 iU,
AR BMICIIRT 570 51F, EEEEEHIC X 5 HE
SR EEK GE/AN) IZFHIL T L E S iR H 5. £
72, BIfficE R~ L D, BlTE R WEEENE
ET35H IR RN, 25 LR T, FFE
TN BT 2 HAAR L EETHOMIZMEBESEL, %
DFER, EHE DO OLS #EERIINA T A%ZE D, T T,
DTROEBETFLVEEZ LS.

Yi=a+ BxsvXi+ € (23)

Y ik e kS R AR, oz, FHIALKIE X O
ALT D, ¢ FHREHEZRT. ZoeE, HIRRES
DN 2 FelfeE i Borg WM TFD XS IzRI NS,
2 (Xi — X)e
(X — X)?
Cov(X;, €;)
Var(X;)
=EU, is D BRI E R, BHPIEK X L#
FEH e WD D 2456, AUE 2IHIZ0 2 idk 5T
Bors F—EMER LRV, ZhiE, REMENS TR
LIFENAHETH 5.
b) BEEHE 2 BERN_FE

BEEBIRIZ Ko T, WEMNS 7 A Z2EHT5Z
EMTED., BEERD T REEZMEZ2ITFIZRT.
(d-1) #EZE Z, (FFAEE X, LERT 5 (B

relevance) :

Bors = Bx—y + (24)

Z Bxoy +

CO’U(Zi, Xz) 75 0. (25)
(d-2) Z; ITHEEIAZE Y, 12 U X; 238 U TOAPE
HZ, BEEIIEELZW (BRI ; exclusion
restriction) 7 :
COU(ZZ‘, 61‘) =0. (26)
(d-3) Z, &Y, DM HICHE % 5 2 2L ED (HilfH
I FEF) FIELARW (no instrument-outcome
confounder) .
PR 2 VT 2 BeBE /N — e (2 steps least
square; 2SLS) ¥EIZ & o THIGRE B % BUNTHEE T
5 LM TES. step (1) NWAERZRBIIAZE X %
FAZE, BOEE Z %3 E UTE 1 B RG
D EITWV, X; OHEEME X, 2 HEIT 5.
Xi=v+PzoxZi +15 (27)
BB, NWAENAHRHER X, 2, BIEEHUIC
Lo THMTEBEN Xi (= v+ BzoxZs) £ ZF DD
Wy m LIZHBELTWA. Z 1%, #EEIEHe (H BV,
BERIAARY;) & EENREEL2 220D T, X, O
‘§$§@5 % €; @?Zéi.ééﬁﬁégﬁﬁli n; &:%(\f_ bi&im
TWa. $4bb, X, &, X, DERDSH ¢; DHE
T B M (exogeneity) & BITIXNS




2N DA L7z DTHS. step (2) 5
2B Y LT, o1 BRSO MR X, 2 i e
LT, WESIERY, L DBREZHES 5.

Y =a+BxoyXi+é (28)
IVHERIILTDO LSRRI NS,
A Y(Zi— Z)(es — &)
Brv = Bxoy + S X, — X7 - 2)
p COU(ZZ‘,Q') o
— ﬁX—)Y + m = ﬂX_>y (29)

S (d-1), (d-2) BAERALT B & &, IV e RSB
BERDIENDNE. BB, BV, Y, & Z (ER
U7z & & 0RO B/ 2 Tl fOLS % X, %
Z; IR U 72 & & OEIRRER O BN 2 Tl il S915
TRUZEE LTEERT I TES.

AOLS

2

A Say/Ss ZoY

Brv = = = 30
s:0/57  BZE% 30

BEABUEIZBWTIE, ERLO 3 &% 72372
A E RE T Z e EEL LS. &ff (d-1) 1220
T, Z; & X; ORIOHEBENTEN (relevant TZ\) B
&, A (29) L0 IVHEERO BB E NS (weak
instruments @ & LIFIEND) . i (d-2) KT (d-3)
IZDWTIE, MEHNICMET 2 Z & ldTE v, Lk
Mo T, AMENHEGRK TR EITEDINT, ZDIE
WEE TEICHA LR T ER SR w. — ki, k&
DM EIERT DL ERODI B2 L EHT LD
KHGTIERL, HERBKREZZET 5.

c) RANFHREMDR

O, SHER X PUEDE D Y TE2ERT 2 EEK
Thded 5. FAKIZ, BEERZH0, 21310
WINQDER & 5 2 AR THZ L LD, mEE
PRI IZ K BN ROMEEZHNZFE X D, WE X; 1
Mt i 12 EEE S AN E > T WA NG 2R L, BIEEK
Z; & U CHEMIE BRAEL — N ASE S TW G
ned B9 22T, & (d-1)-(d-3) A & NE I HE
RT5. (d-1) T e TREIND E, 1Bk
HOHFEIZ LD Z DA ZMHRTHIENTES. X
2, HEBRTIIEEMED KESELRDLD, HD
HUR ARG L — b BI2dH 5 WS HENBRIZE
V3 B MR D B pEME 2 CUCIE BT T B L 13
ZIZK\W., o T, (d-2) BRALT R EEXTHEYTH
%. (d-3) 12DV, ZDF TR LAWESA
ZVWH0O0, HBEOLEETHMMITEZ L THRILT
B0 2270, ISITUTDOEMEEBINT 5.

8 1st stage F-statistic (&5 1 Befig H O FINHI W CTHEAELK DM
RO R TE D & WS IRIENSLZN 5 F E) 2% 10 BALET
HEEER N I NS,

O BT B kST, EHEEMMEONERRICH VT, BEhinE
N—ME% < OBEMETRAIN TV IELKTH 5.

10 gegmiid, HERZHIET 256 IERATNELESRIER
(31) LiFRL I TERIND.
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(d-4) X(Z=1)> X(Z =0) (HFE; monotonicity)
S (d-4) &, JERAEL— N EI2d B 5E I mEE
A NBWNIZE b 5T, WiZL—h ETR
Mo G AT EEER PRI N D L 5 (RARR)
HISBTFAELBRNWZ 2R LU TWS., DLED 4 M40
Wil-adnsd e &, AN EELESIE (local average
treatment effect; LATE) IZLARD X S IZEZRI NS,
E(Y|Z=1) - E(Y|Z =0)
EX|Z=1)-EX|Z=0)
7me, XN Bk, X (30) LBERMIZIEL TV, &
FRESEIIMLERS R & 13, BEEHOE Z L H D YT X
DEMNFACIZRS (Z=0TX =0, PdWVEZ=1
TX=1) HHEFAIZBII2RRENRETHS.

LATFE =

(31)

3. RBEBEBUWRORRMRICEAT S0

L E1—

1) LEa—0OR=K

AL IR D 7 7 2 AVER W RES AERED
DILK, NCCEHOREM, EEMED M L7 &% hkx
MER MBI RIET OO0, TOREEFKREZHS D
1235 2 IFES T2\, Redding and Turner? 13,
23 38 A At DS IR TG Bh D 22 IR 1T RIE SRR A
EERIA R &2 O THEE S B HFZEIC DWW T L B a—
7o 72, AT (intracity) 288 (intercity) 22T
A VT 7L, ENTNUTDOWT RIS L
WCHEH U THHEEZ BTV S, TOMRE, EHP
PoE & TORMED 2 512705 &, AOPREMD 6-15%
BRI e, mdEmsRE A h A e EESE DR
Mz 76928, FRIZBFHREDOEEWIZITRK
BRI, KEEBECERIC L > TRZLZ
RERHSIMZ U7z, RETIE, 2. THHIHL 72 [KEHE
G T 70— T B D < 38 LA R 2 SR D [RI SR HE G e
ZUZDOWT LB a—%175. ZTOK, AOK - ERRE
HERNRITINA, A I HERRH B0 & A ) B & 2R
DWTHRE 21T,

(2) 9oWmT7TO—F
a) EDEDE

FD A, Isserman 512 & B —HDR5E ) —5)
12 & DAl THUSRIZZ DB IZHE T S, T D%, kel
BB OMMITEH I TWS. LN TIE, (i)
SR OZE M HIPE, (i) ¥EEE - AR, (i) 77
T YAA Y MIROEB R SBHETD.
(i) 305 o> 2 [ Ay i

HHRRE A T T ERNRE T AL TIE, Mgz
HARRALE UT, MEHIERAICR@ET > 7 T 0GR E
NEDEPEREDE DY T LUTHHTET—AN



%\ (Chandra and Thompson®, Datta”, Xu and
Nakajima®) 72 &) —J, #liNET > 7 525K e
TAHWFETIE, BRIC 26 —EEOHPENIZE D
M2 LERE L UTRET 256 03% 0 1. McDonald
and Osuji® 1&, > 77 I DH i s B 51 A S Hi
CRIETRIEZ A DID €57V 2 12 k- THEEL TW»
5. Bl&, EfizhzyIal—yaryaiicsnt,
B 5 2 < A )V BUE TR Z A Z 5 2w & FHl
Iz ehrs, WEROEMEMEZ 1.5 <1 VA
(2, XHIERED 22 IHEIPH X 1.5-3 YA VIZEREL TV 5.
Gibbons and Machin!® 1%, @y R i2HiF 5 Rk
BR & C E HEME D R AE & AR EAIAE T — X & VW 72
DID JEIZ X D FHliL T WA, FHERARFOERT, D
PREEADS 2km DA T & 2 i 2 ILERE, 2 A DT
ZRTHREEICRE U7z BT DID HEE 21778 o 7245, IR
FCOERER B2 & o THEMitZ 9.3% EA LT
LERUZ. WEBEFEOFPIZDOWTI, 0.5km 3 D%
KEFT\, [l DID € 7L OPRERBA RS &\ 2km
MERENTWS. Diao et al.'V) 1%, R HEHAMR
(local polynomial reggression) %MHWT, ¥ ¥ HiK—
AT BT BHARBEME B I & 5 2 5 Hifl %
B 5 600m &RFEL, WERFOHME U THREL
TWa. 272U, 2o oEfffcidza<, Hgry
FY—2 EOHEEERHL TV,
(ii) YEdBR - $E2

EA V7 TEEAED TN DI T ¥ X LITEE
N5HIF TR L, gD R pE MG, MBS
i, BOABHZERZ: Ehk % R BERICEKET 5. 2070,
A 7 T REMRNR D EFEAE T, KEDGEIZ
BWTREMVHEL RS, LrL, oSz
BZBHIELIZED, ZOMEZENETHIENTES.
AR EE L, EE ALY DGE, FERATOM
EARESV— MBI N D, V— b RITALE T B Mg
(THUEA R BRI D S IC AR I D E DD, DAt
D (BT E ) HISEMEAIL — + OUEIZ RIF TR
BRI TH S (inconsequential). £ D K 5 7|z
R ERRNE, S EERS R R I H D BT o
TWARLEZBZEPNTES (#EE) . Chandra and
Thompson® 1%, EFRDOT A T4 7Z2FMALT, @
FE DB AT A ) A HERIZ BT 2R R K
ETHRIZOVWTHN 217> TW5. Datta”) & REKD
LT Tu—F2HNWT, 1V NOE#EERS Y b
7 — 7 BB RETENC RIFTREIZ DWW T DID JEIC
K VML T\WA. 72, Mayer and Trevien (2017)'2)

HOSHRBEORGEIZ DWTI, MO 5 BER SO 2 TO
MR & 258 NER 20 O —E O ICEEh s
REMET 2580 ENH 5.

12 McDonald and Osuji Tl&, ZDOFE% —BALaT#HERE (gen-
eralized before-and-after evaluation method ) ATV 5.
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W&, 28D OABHT N ELEERE R AL S B O JfE DY
O, EHKTANNIEZ 5721220 T DID
EEAOWTHZIToTWS, &, I TOHEM
iX, ATE Ti37%<, LATE TH B I L IZHERET 0%
WhH5.

DID % @AY 5 LT, WEREE +5IT8ERIL 725
W2 DX SIGEET 2h0MEL RS, REDF
1£i%, DID iEDRIiRE 24T b L v RO %
i< 5. WNBHOBEIZMERNAIT -vvF I %k
FFH$ 5 DID-PSM %2 AWZHIEEME TN T W5,
Gibbons and Machin'® 1, fEOEMZ2LLRE L L
MR 2T IZH DLy F U I &k D HEEE R BE O
DID (2 & 2 HEEfE & IR L, S Ol 2 MR L
TW5. Xu and Nakajima® &, HEOHGEZ 502
Tl T S R A 0N PE ST IR RUF SRR & DID-PSM ik
THE L T3 13, Kanasugi and Ushijima'® %, V
=T FEICAE o THIEER S L O 4 BB £ T ol E
HEASIRA 3 2 iU 2 JLERE, 286 U 7o Ml 2 k] R
IZ#%E L, DID(FE), DD(IPW), AT T I v F ¥
T (BOEE~ Y F V) OFZFETY =7 Friphratm
PMEBAMFE 2 KX TR OMEE 21T > T 5.

(i) 7+ VAR Y hEHR

TFIVAAY NIR I, R VT TR BN
TZ DEHANE E 2 LART» 6 JE I C & e 722 &8
FERTBBRDOZLTHB. ¥ 751 TD the Midway Line
%234 & U7z McDonald and Osuji? 1%, 7z & X B@ i
TdH > THEEBEROMEE $ UL, TVERICHET 5
FIENE 72 5 FTRIEMEANDHARED & REIPEMIE A 2T
5] L UT, BHOBEMEKTIRELTWDEDDEK
7R PR R T D FERFTIZEAY S 5 1980 4F 2 JLiERHT, A
FILGED 1990 AR WMEHD X A I V7 ITEEL TV 5.
Kanasugi and Ushijima'® %, 5&% (RS CARR
WD) V)= THEIRE LTWE72HTEHEHY, FHEN
NFRI N7z 2011 i RZ LEDRBE N7Rfm e LT
EHLTWS., ZOX31Z, KBA V7 TEEOMED
RA I VTR EDRRITT 202 0D RIS LTy
WDHBEHEE TS LIFIHEFEIZH L. McMillen and
McDonald'¥, Billings'®, Levkovich et al.'®), Cohen
and Brown'”), Comber and Arribas-Bel'®) &, [FlfD
TFUYAAY MIROKRE 2ToTWS. AT, @k
EEAH O E R R % FHHERRE A, EFRERICET S
IO KR R, AT, BER, Lokt kS
2 TR & TH2] OAICE £ S0 S TR 554
AbEBZEINTWS (BZ1E, Mulley and Tsai'?,
Yen et al.20) £ DD, GEA VT T EEMG DA B REAME
CRIEFTHENRBT 2210V 70%, 17708

13 Xu and Nakajima i%, BB WKL GHEIIZH 25
D D A HE i D HLI D 2 D M % LU S 2 3 IRGRBR DGR, 2
RS T ADHBEIBT LB RELBRVERRT NS,




e LM - - EEAYMEE Vo AREED X A T,
F/oHIRIC L > TEERBEREL>T WS,
b) #BIEEHE

RERHER I B W THREL IR 2 W 554, 2. (6)
THRAR7ZEY, WY RBEEE RN T Z 2R bE
SR E e %, ENIZ BT B R 0E O i
EUTIE, F7EBEBELBIZHWS Z Itk > TH
SRS EARREDSRTF RN RIT T8 A HEE U 7248 - 52
B 2D %, JEAHERIR & 8 FEGRIRO RO AMEIZ A
M % B & T D E A BRI Ko THALL 72
WES 2 2 ERhsH00, LARHEENSEFIZSITS
OHEHIIIEF IR SN T WD, ARIETIE, BAFEHEIC
BB EEEBOREE (i) gtV — b, (i) R
V— b, (i) b— MERE XMEBIR (inconsequential)
DO, O 3 FEIZ KB L 72 Redding and Turner? 2
o\, AT,
(i) ErEY— b

Baum-Snow?3) 1%, EHHEi)L— b 2 EEEEICERHEL
T SEERIRR R T H 5. BARIIZIX, 1950 4E ~1990 FED
T A AT E TN S E R A A D ZE [ 43471 K
F U S % T 28T, 1947 fEIG S T O EFE )L —
b R EEEBUZHWT WS, 22T, FHEL— b3
HHWTHHASINEZEDTH Y, DB TH BHH
BOREZ XU ZEE TR 72720, BIEEEN
7= 9 R & (d-1), (d-2) DEMFZERT D LT
W3, ZOFHENL— M, TRAYAEXRE LU -AMOW
R (B ZE, EdE R D T B RIF TR
BHT VT 4 LAVTHHT U7z Michaels??, @ s i
AN I WERIZS 2 552 % 98 L 7z Duranton and
Turner?® 72 ) IZBWTHEELSHRIZHVS N, HA
I Hat4 & U7z Hsu and Zhang?®) (2B WTH, 1987
D SR E T 12 H D & Baum-Snow & SELD
EZBAME TN T WS, F72, Moller and Zierer2?
i, ROV OmEEERERMPER L B8 DI KIE
B ERRET S BT, 1890 FOFIEMEHE & 1937 4
OB % FREA L U THY T W 5.
(i) FESEEL — b

£ 5 —DDORKMNLEMELE T H B ELHEL— b,
BUR D JE PR B G 5 1 & 1 3AHBE &2 D — 5 CHUR OREH TS
BOZIZIZTHEEL RIFESRVWEEZ SN, %L DO
TEHAINTWS 25,28)-30) Dyranton & Turner?®
I, EEEEEA N 7 HY1983~2003 D T A U S DHR
WAL - BHOBEIZEZ 5RBENREZIZDOWTHEE
Rz ERMEL, IVIEIZE D, #EA My 2 10% D
B2 T D EH % 20 FERTH 1.5% ERSED 20
IHERREZHE TS, TORBIEM S N BIEER
IZ1%, Baum-Snow??) ¥ [FAIfkD 1947 £ T D g
BEOEHHEIL— MZHZ T, 1518~1850 FEDFAHHIL — b
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BLU 19 R OBEMIEENS. ZDLSIT1 DD
WAZBUIZH U TEBD GEFElZ) BIEEBPRES
NB5GEE, @R OERVED D 5720, @R
PEZEE L o2 HEEE U 72 WA DR ZEIH & DA % e 3
2 PR ERIRRE 12 & D HERB B E L 72 D,

Holl?®) 1%, 1997~2007 £D A1 ¥ DELEEE K5
\Z, EEGE IR N O EEME AR D R FEVE I RIX S
B ODWT O ET o7, #EEICEE LTI, BUFL»4E
PEMED B WU BRI BRI 21T D, H DV,
EU 23580 E% RIAA TE U A 4 EMEO KWK
B ZITD &\ IS BRI, EEMED N
DEDNEHEEADT 7 & AR NS % i A TL
9™ 2 STHGEIRDORTE, REZBDOAEZR EITER T
DZWNEMENREL 2 Z LTS 20BN H D, [FGHZ
T, 1760 FEOFH)L— b J U H — T RRDEFEAD
PREEZ B UCTERA L7, EER) R EE
EHOWTANZIToTW0Wa. %M (local density) D&l
RIZOWTHHEZT, HHERIZEST 72
D74 ERRIZAEL AIZBWTIXER DO R LL
FizEoEEEEZREIELZZEEZHSMZILTY
5. F7z, EEGERICEES BN D2 TR
MERKREL A ETZ—HT, ZTOEIMIBKOMBEDE
PEMEME R T2 Z 21k, EREEICLDHED—
BT SN D Z AR ENT-.

Holl & [ARRIZ AL > O @B EMICEH U7z
Garcia-Lépez et al.??) &, & #8 H 0 AZBIMEIC &
FET RN R OHEEIZH\WT, 2000 HFERTO B — < M
& 250 EHTD 7R VEIHADERE v N T — 7 & i E
ZRUTH, WAL TW5.

(iii) b — bR &R fR o Sl

Iy Hrat G DS IR IS o 72 B ES T R LI B W T
J— NEIR & I3 EEEFR (inconsequential) 7 bl % %
Rz 2Z ik, @BMECTLTE 25
BINHB. ZOFEIE NS 7RISR A F HE R O 5 i
Gl BB D &g AuE, A HS T E oD Aok s
I E - EMETIHEIIROND] &EZD L, Th
S O/NFBEHUR AN DILEDE O (F1IF1ET7 VXL TH S
(& D f LS OREME L, BRI EHE & R TH
%) LIFIRT B2 eNTES, LWIREIZEDIWTE
D, GEIZE-oTIE () % (i) 20 E 5. Chandra
and Thompson® 1%, AFEZHNTT AV A OMEE
B PR AIER L~V D EEZE RN IZ BIX T R E
FLTHBY, TokMmE, (i) ICoES N5 Michaels?
(1947 FEDEFEDIL — b & BAFZE R W TR I
) ERAEHLTWS.

Banerjee et al.®V) (%, rfv[E o S 22 5009 & pa bk
D EEH T OM % B THRSMAER e xy b T -2 %
HE, ELxy b7 —2 BICAET 3L — b &



REZEERTHEERBR LT EfT>TWVWS. [H
FRIZHEZ2 4 & U7z Faber® O FS Banerjee
et al. LFPILTH Y, END LA & K5 S KEREE
MNORAEBH Iy VT =7 BEELZ LT, B
JERE RO 2 AR Y T — 7 Lo EAWT,
EHEREMAOT 7 b AL (BNREERY) 125
ZBBEHEL T WD,

(3) X%9H

Melo et al.?3) (%, 1980 EBHE¥EH S D 33 DWI%E
(563 #EERER) 2RI, KA VT TEIERENE
WCRIETHEBIZOWT A X E2iTo TS 14, fER
LLUT, BEOFENEN L, 1V 7 TR (&
B, WE) OBWITAERRER KITI RV L, FE
SFREZ W W W RHETE, FORFEMEZER-L A
WEENEET B Z 2% R L TW3S,. Mohammad
et al.3d |F, @0y = 27 M A LR O Iz K&
ETREICOWT, 23 OffF%E (102 OHEEFER) %Xt
RIZAZ DR EIT>TWS, TOHRT, FMHT LT —
RZIZDWT, BRFPARLDEGE, 7uitkrsva
vOgEERL T, MilkE hE KE S HEET BIER
DT, HEFEICELTIX, HEELRNE R
(GWR) €5, DID EFILEHIZBEHEDANR=Y 7
ETFINVEHBLUTERREFRVWE WIHEREZRLT
W5,

i S 1

o
aunh

INFETOHEMERE AT, INTIE, @A
DORBEFEHEETS LTOHMEERTE DI, *
DX ISR LI DNWTEEE(TS.

(1) RRBROER

WE, HEME L WS 5E, BEMIZB T 2 EE0L
EXE (ATE) 2489, — 4, EBITWLEZ 21} 7281
TOMEZEMUIZIGEDT I ML Uiah o723
BDTTNILDE, TRbL, WERIZEIT SRR
SR (ATT) DR DOR R & 72 2 851H Dl 72\, #
L EEEE D AT B NT, WTENOIEEE WS A
EDNEFEH O BHIZ MR 5.

B2 D FEAM T I, FHETEFEIZ B W TE A
Fradfrbi, MYLFEED S RET 2 HEEH1E EILEIZ
BEOVWTEHE NG, FHii & HBEOFHHIZELANTH
ZRENRHD S, [HHHEDEZTMEIZSNT
1, BRIZEHEFADOEEIZLA2NENFE L UTATT %

14

BARINIZIE, #EE, 7 VoRel, S, @1 v 7
7 ORAHFEIE, ME—N, B - FrgkdE, ¥ NH7 V-4
DORIEEDPEFEDIEA ¥ 7 FITRT 2N RIFT M EE
FEIFEFILVEZAVTOHRLTWS.
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FAWBZENEE LW, ZDrE, E0 L ToRkEP
i DA IR XA <, FHEHU R - ZBENFERZ W
MZHlTE T 20 NME e 2 5. Wi, BAiNzsEA
7 T HEIZ X BEE % DID % AW THEE 3 215808
BB InTna5.

— 7, ERRBERPPEER &\ o 72 BUK L ROV OFE
filiz 175 54, RRENSERIZB) 2 FH0LER R %2 M
WBZEWHEF LW, [@REEOHE D YT (Eof
fE) IZIRLUTT VR LTIERL, BEEN B~ 7 0fkt
FrEREE, BORHIMRAE (B21E, shRWEELD, 2P
BAoED) RESHRERIZELGING. HEDEH DY
TR Bd i, shEITENS U Ik RIzHEiE X
NAAHEMENRH S, ATE Z2BHATAZLIZ&->T,
KEeLTO—MRMEECEEZMEETCE 5 1, %
725 BURR O IR R 2 Y 5 L TOhER Y
AREE B,

(2) EREMEEERRIAIVY

AR ELAE D K S ITALE T K B RN E /IR 7R A
N0 2FOGAICRHEE 725 DIE, SUTVA MO RS
Thsd. H-41%, EBEIC (b5 VI, SGEBR) HEAH
Sh7-Mi oA (=) 7 1,2 RKOZDOfth) &KL
TW3., BERIOETY TIZEITS (1 AYbD) 7
T ALINTNE y T B (BHEDED, TVT 1L
2OANOIFELWETE) . BEEOZTY TIZBIT5
T MALE, ENENYy+dta,y—d,y ThHolz T
5. ZOEE, RIZ, TVT 1LIZEENLEFZMLER,
TV 7 2ENBEREFBE LGS, ZOMIIcEI)5
EHEMZE 2 (1 A4S0 D) NEGEIE, =) 71,2
ZBIF BT I N HLDER y+d+a—(y—d) =2d+a
CEEENG. LHL, dET VT 205 1 ADAN
PEMOBENIAES T NI LOBEEIHE Y, TV
71&2%4%THELRYuenrzIehrs, Ih
FREMRIZEGZ CEHLSMZEYTH D, ZDY
&, TUT 1k 22808 HEE2LER, TOMD
TV 7 2NBRICERET S ZENEF UL, (— Ay
VD) NEHRIZy+a/2—y=0a/2 LREHEINE.
DEID & 512, AE I F— =03 U Bi5E12 135
(a-1) DAL L7\ 728D, IR OPE K% Ffsed 7z L To
WXt &3 2 BN 2B YICREST 22 e BEE
b, BB, Wl VT TEMIIE - THEEZIS
% Hiu I o> MU FR A IBH 2 SHAEI M U 72 iFgE 135S
% (Blz1E, Seyaetal’®)). 5%, Z5 UL7zaross
RERRE UTEEL, REMREMEEITELTTNL
PBERD 5.

KRB DWW T, MLERED T B IR o S [ % X i
B3 HAAITICEIS Ry FUroit&ko
TEETLHENDH D, HIHFIIBETESRVELEED



N\
E%gé\

A\

-4 58 27 5 REAHR R O ZE [ #iTE

5%, MK EEROFIIZERTH D, HBEH T
BERHARICLZFARIIANTHS. EHb008EEL
WEZ DL IZE > TRERZTHAHH, HICHET
Tu—FOXBEL D LRE—HT 20THNIX, &
MroomfgEtt 2 RS ARRERE LS. WL DD HEH
IZDOWTC, WiEZEE L, FOMEEE#ERT 5 BE
H5.

DID i£%& AW 5546, MROKBXA IV T OHRE
MR L 725, BAEMEC XL, #ingEs > 7
T8 & PN — B AN T ST Y AR VM)
ROBRBT 27— ARPEHmEINTWS. TDH
A, FEBROHEFH BHAA IR AT % QUL E IR AT B8 T U HEE
FERITENE 725708, 3.(2) TR, TFI VR
AV NIRPFET E0ENE, 1V 7 70EP L
M- B AV WS EARBIRED XA T, £120
Wiz k> THRR 5.

— T, MO S E R R T X, G R D A
TRZFNFEENRIIFKEH L 2WEDOD, ¥ 27 aRFER
BE D2 M D BUK D S fli & 2R 1T K E A BN
BT —ANWRINSG., ZH5ULTr—20% <L, 4
VI IWHolOHIBARETE ), Tihbb,
BWHRBEORHRESML LTD1 v 7 58 BEZON5.
A7 I8 MMOBEEZMAGDLESL I LIZL-T
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CAUSAL INFERENCE FOR TRANSPORTATION INFRASTRUCTURE
APPRISAL: REVIEW AND PERSPECTIVE

Toshimori Otazawa and Yuki Ohira

Improvement of ex-post evaluation is one of the important subjects for establishing a management cycle of
infrastructure investment. In order to properly evaluate effects brought about by infrastructure develop-
ment, simple before-after comparisons are not enough, which are commonly used methodology in practice.
The assessment requires to grasp causal effects of infrastructure projects based on statistical evidence,
neither on a episode nor on just data. In this paper, we outline statistical methods of causal inference
that has become widely used in various research fields recently, and review the empirical literature on the
effects of transportation infrastructures improvements on economic development. In addition, we discuss
issues for application to transportation infrastructure development evaluation and perspectives for further

research.



