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oS E ORI E MO AU T 20000 AT A B — 2 12
WMENZ 8 D03, TERHEDS LS VTR BRI BT
D RSB F ORISR T 2EE I EIMERICH DY, L
7235 T, AIGEICZRT 23 HEHI I3 5 itk & 58
b2 Z EMnROBNTWD., FBETIE, FERk23EN
5 [ —230) EMHINARGELZ SRR T TN D
2. V=308, BhUTmEIC LAuL,  TAEISER
BT DA TELEOREINE TR T 5 L2 B L
LG, Kk (V=) 28D T E0F 1 A— kL
ORI 2 £ 5 & & BIZ, TOMDZEENH
WIS U THAE DY, S — ISk 5 EH
R, VI —UWNERRITIEE UCGETT A1TADOH % %2 X
HAEEIERIE ] ThD. S — 30T, BREEmse s
T T HEOYERT N ARRBIND L HD. W
BT S, AR ETH 2 LT, L0 BEE OS]
BT ZENTE, REHFMEHDTHZ ERHKS &
EZ IS, ) — 0IRERB0F AR F TLT3649 7 TS
ENTWAI, ZnXHig, V' —r300% KAt e,
TERDOIHFNK T HDRHINEHE & 7o TnD. Lo,

V) — 30D E B R R X A2 2 e it AU R,
RO FOT, AT CITIeRE 1y T 7
TEUNTZ 201247 5 201 74F- D S IR Z 35 1) 2 Al i 2
T =5 & HNTY — 308 AT L A A BRI %
ERMIHEET D2 L2 B35, BEHEMITEE DR
BT EREY THS.
OxfGettink z Fd AR E 35,
QWAL Z X O FEeRT T H &9 5.
OWERT A ADF I L DR OZEREEET D,
@ERIGE R, FELE - BE - BUEZ KR 5.
B, OB HOWTE, AR SN SED
72D [ A a7 ) Y% WD 2 & Trin
RIS 72D, — LB A o 7RIS AL, ARRE
DOEFHMEOOESTHS.

2. BREWIZ
(1) ERIERERICEY %

Li and Graham (2016)% |Z, w > R 20mph>'—> D%
BT 2 AEEDBDIFIZHONT, [BYFET /L LAH



WA a7 ET NVEMAGDE T ZEHr N2 MEEE
(Doubly Robust estimation(DR)) % AV N CRGEEFT - 7=,
20024 7> &5 2007 4F |2 3% & & 4172 20mph /" — - % treated
group, 20mph>— > >5150mEL BN 7=, 20mphy —

\ZHRTE S D ATRENES & 5 [X 8k % control group & L C,
19994F-7> 5 20104\ ZFAE L 7= e DT — & % FV N CToir
EAToTl=. T LTRSS, 20mphy — OfREIC 2%
b2 HERIT, EEES, AR, THFIHSAD & Vo
T ESRRERIRHEOIER >y NV — 7 ThHH T LMD

MIThe o7, F77, KSI GECEEEE) 7324%H0 L,

HATEDBIRT D AGEEHAT K D AEE OE 1%
U722 EAVRENT. Yi%asCTiE, 20mphy — 13
SRR 2 R0 LT TS,

F£72, HH - HEA (2018 TIE, A THNOARRE L
~EREDZSBRESICIBN T, V3012 L D S
ZHRAZDOUWNTDIDIE, #R~_A XYL, A= 7I2k D
<y F T EMNOCTHEE Lz, LacL, ofTHAL
& LT/ NS, Y — o300 AN 2B R TRIE & He)
TIRWZ8, ZHER TS VAT FIREMEDR B o T2 2 &R0
WA T /S A ATV TERED SHUTUWRD o 72 i TRk
ED RS> TV,

Q) KBEHHARDHMRIZxT HEHMEFEIZBET
S
B R DRI D F T, AS Bkt
ROERT - FHMENLTH D, ZOFTEL, R
SHTWRITAUTAS BSOS SR DAl & F% Tz
BRI RN E WS REERFEIC LTV D, Lo, &
OIEFMT LHRRNLT D EIFR L. FOEREE L
TibREE 2 DD1E,  PEE~O[EF] (Regression TO
Mean, RTM)7Z. SEEJ~DIENF &1L, FHFAED T 4 L
PEIC L 0 RS, & 5 HIRHEELD CAB A
DZEThDH., OFEV, bOHFITEITHRAEBEFHIN
Lo T A, FUELIREOR A AS @SB
o TNHERZITLEI ENSZETHY, ZOiih
FLUZENERD. FHT, ZEFHRIE, 2Edt
BDOZNGAT i SN D Z NS T2, S~
B LRTIUL, REROZRZE L BHICE 220G
R H 5.
SOl Z RS B 72012, KETIIRER~ A X
{#(Empirical Bayes Method)23 EIZ IV HALTE 72, R

A RELNL, ARA SRR T 7 T L,

ERIOESIED DK 2 DT 7 OFRJERA RO
EEHETDE W) HETHD.

UL, TS ORI ORI, FERIM Tt
7= TR DIARAZRGABEH TE eV ) dEH EORR
RABo5. EED GG ET LY —300%, [T

% 60 Bl AFEAMAREKRS - HRE

[ZOWTIEAEE TR EOHPYS THHR 5 = L 3k
DEEMEND, ZANRE S TR 12OV T,
NS TWBHNTIZE A L. ZD X ) IGE, —
FER D7 v Rt s a7 —2ENE 5557000,
2L, IEOREHIREMEREIROERIZ LY, 7
nAE YT a T —XIIBWTH, IR A B
DT Z EAABEIC/R Y ©Dodh D, RERFIEDO—D
2, AT THSH. Wood et al. (2015)7 1%, Akt
BT HS S BRAA R, 7 Ak T g ATHSLA
O " THANFE TV EAEHRI R = 7 1A X A crash modification
factors (CMF) OHEEFERZ LI L=, TOREE, —hbd
OFEFEB ST HERRE -T2 L 2RE LT
5.

3 AWIZAVST—REFE

1) HPWANSET—2DOHME
a) XBEEHT—42

AHFFECHWD B FST — 2 1L, TR S iRt
STz 2012 5 2007 FEOSLEIRICI T B ALl D
T—HTHD. BiET—HXI2L, FEFEH B, Fi
WNZS, FEAESET, K, EREREER, HR%), &
O, MEE OFE, YEERER, B THNREDT
—ANEENTWD. LIER-T, JLEROSSRE A
Bz 7R S XA T 92 2 & D3RS,
by Y—r3057—%

V= 0 DT — H T D R — LA — AR
ENTWA. AT —ZIZESEARMZETIE, GIS ET
T VX VERHIXOERIZIHN D £ O ICFETY— 30
DEULEAT 72, ARBFFEOHTRES T, SLEEMNIZIE
155 KIi2  — 2 O BMEE SN TV D, Y —r 0 DE
it H RIS 5% AR — A= DA S QN 72 b iR
TETVWARW. F72, Y—r300AY AlTlE, MUK
WA —2 30 THDH I L AEIEE IR S D701
30kmvh IR 2 7~ HERk <o — o 30 & E - B FOR
NERBELTHD. F-, KTk >TY—r 30HITHk
ZEER0V T 2 7 OB T /A AR E ST D.
C) HSHTHfL

AWFETIE, BT H) 20035, BTTHZ
AINTEEGE & L7-BRHIE, Y —2 30 O MEEKIIZ U T
EFEZONT 9D Z ENERETH DD, Ebig, Lh%
FEZRAE A FHECE =672, £72, Indimio &
NIRRT T LV HEE STV D HB T,
GIS hI/NFRXARBLTE RO THS. BT THD
WY T —2013, [EHAEEEBORRE RO
EBEFROOAT L, Y% —213, S THEO



mfE, A0, HEEEEEATHD.
d ERT—42

HEHT — 41X TESRIEKHNE 2015) 9%&fiH L=
T, ERNOERKY 7 % GIS it L7-.
e) BEMAOT—4

PRI AN O T — 21, 20154EFEESEFHEILVEON
127 — 2 % BT SR RN O] T BCER L2 b D&l
ML, 22T, MATERAEEDT- ORI D ZFilfE
LCWAETTHMEE L. BESNT—X1%, ikt
ORI THEANAZGHTDHZETARSR TV £2
T, AWETI, mfEESTHIET, BEENADEE
HL7=.
) ZooT—4

ZOMDT —%2 & LT, ERlT — OSBRI
0 AR S0, SREBROR CEK 20 4F), =a—X
UL O HE K 25 4F), KM T B ~OlFEE Az
T DI/ = N TR (AL 25 ) & [E 8K
TR I D ATF L GIS hIcRH LT,

ZLC, ERIGRNET—Z%GIS ETHRESESZ
LTeTF—%ty bEER LT

<L

Q HHFE

ARFTEClE, EEEFICIT 5 Y — 2 30 OE AR
RHTHY, 2017 FOZWERD 7 aAtv a7
—HERB LT DI, Rtk A R L T DA
RIEREDFEE NS Z LITTE R

IaARE s a7 —2ERAWESREE LT, K
M TIIRERRT T —F THHIT LV b TF—4ET
NVEHIA I TEERWAZ L LT 5.

£72, HH, HEA (20189 TiX, WHIHT A ADH
WA EE LI NI TR -T2 Z & s, V' —2 30
DI, ' —2 30 13 D 0MERIIT /A A3 72 00
Xigk, =1 30 23H Y OWERRT N ZAD B D K
LWV SFEDMLEIZHOWNT, — b A = 7 kA v
T, TERAORBFSBIZDOWTHHTT 5.
a AU rT—E2ETIL
REEHSMEIA T T =2 ThDH I b, 1IE#
RIS BIRET VA WD Z S IXEE R T 5. %
ITHWONAEDN, By NTFT—HETNATHD. £
LELHU U T =X LI, B DERORFSE TS
EMAFE) DR E o T RN = > 7= [k A 5z T
OO ZETHD. FLT, AV T —XET L
L, WU T =X EOFEROBAREEZR, o
BIBAREL, FIUESW TR EITH 2 & Th
A,

v NT =2 ORFRAL, RT Y U A
DTSR TH D, LNLRT Y VAR, A=

% 60 Bl AFEAMAREKRS - HRE

FEAGIHE N D FRVWMBE 2 {8 < 726D, & DARUE Z %N
(FEASERJ<KEA 5 8) L 7= D TH|A])F(Negative Binominal
Regression) 73V 5315 2,

F7o, RBFEEIEBROEFEEIL, ZarERERK
(Safety Performance function)d & /AL, AD _THRNFIZ KL
STUTDOEIITERTE 5.

log() = a+Bti+v' x; @

X 3LIZBWT, §IHMEEOTTH, A% 2017 058
WFSIOYRHE, 13— 0NTHIUL L %9
TRTFAUL 0 & T DREEE, x 1 TIEET ML, a
O, YRR RS MLV ThD. Z LT, ;0%
BCTHLHNY — 0 ODREFRTRTA—=FThHD.
BAETHAUIASBFEL O, A THIUTZEE KD
W aRT. 7ok, BITFSMAHEUTKR L O TRBLS
AVTWD T2, HHEMHIRIR A E BRI RBL LT WRRD,
i E & DMENRD 5.

b) &R 3 7 (Propensity Score)| = & A H#EE Fi%

AWFFETIE, A 2T 2D FEDOT T,
~vF T, BN L CGEEREAHT O 3TEEE
BRALE. 22T, ZRo0FECOWTEZEB-T
T 5.

S8, fH[ A =7~ F 2~ (Propensity Score Match-
ing(PSM)) & 1%, 3 HNIAERAR OHEE IV TRV B
LHFETHD. HiAaT7T~yF 7T, EEEE
O F FHFEFEH A =2 7 (Propensity Score) & FEEL 5 4
EaEAOCTRESND LIRTTOMREEFIFT 5.

BiEA=27  e(x;) = Pr(Ti|X;) 3]

A2 7E, 076 1O TRBLEND LIRTTORE
B ThHDH. Fiz, EREZHOTHREDEEZHNTH
TR EHET DT OOFMFTH LD TR MG T = 2F
0UCEM) 2EOFEHEMATICEE L GHEHT
HIENTEDD,

A a7 K> TR T L WEEENT 2
L2 ET, AT AR U REHROHEEETTH
EMTEDLENTWD. 2O L, AT~ vF
VFENFET IV & i U CET L OBBEITTRN E VD
FLRZERD. LT, WEABE T, ¥ — 0HiR)
D3 S VT2 77— (WUERE,  treated group) & il S AL TV
PRI N—T (xHRRE,  control group) DE]C, fEIfIA =7
NSO ERF 2~ v F o 7 S5 2 L TR OR R
IREHEET D, MRORRSRE LT, WERERRLE
SHRERERIROM, S F v BRI IST DR DR S
HRCEALEZN R, Average Treatment Effect ATE)SCLLE:
FEZI01T 2 iR ORISR QLB R 351 T 2 A LE %)
M. Average Treatment effect for Treated(ATT))2 2 HEE 9%
ZENWARETH D, AT EREHT S0, A
FETITY — 2 0 DR B WG L & T 5 581%



ZHEHa Yy METL, S—r307%1L, 3050
BT A 272 L, V=2 305 VYT SN AHD
D IFAPERINEI LT HHEEIIZH Yy N ET VR
Ana. LT, HrAa7<yFr 7 OFIEERT.
BaA a7~ v F o 7 OFIAR )
OV — 0 DFER I AP & L, IR L
EPSND Z & TR T D ENTHRINDGT—X
G, 202 F0FIER) AR S L, —He
Py FETFILVOREEEFT D .

TR Yy NETAVOHEERRN S, B a7 OHE
EfEERMNT 5.
QRUERE & STFRBEDM THEM A 27 AW DR T~
vF 7L, ATE, ATT ZHHT%.

£, HARA 2T EZRAWE~ Y T U 7L 72 TE
N 5.

Bt~ ~ F > 7' (Nearest Neighbor Matching) i, AL fE
& HRRE & DM A 2 7 Mg btV b DfFH T~
Fo 7S, WENREHET 2 HETHD. £12, *
¥ )= v F U PNHEEONERHIR LT, A=
T IMERBOEOFPANIC & 23 HEE A S dm L, 1%t
T~y T T HHETHS.
c) —HRELERR O 7 (Generalized Propensity Score(GPS))I<

K BHEEFE

— A AR A =2 77 (Generalized Propensity Score(GPS)) & i3,

PERDMEA 27 2 AUEEIINZREDOG AR L2 b
DOTHY, ZEHNDZ & TYHNT A AEEE L
TS ATREE 20 %, LU, —MAbfin 2 =7 DI
DOUVWTHAT%.

WE, RUEZEED NEOERT = (Ty, Ty, -+, Ty))s
At PIHOILERX = (X1, Xy, -+, Xp))MBHHI ST
HH0E L, HEEOY Vi O REITx, =
(Xi1, Xig, =, Xip) ERBT DD ET S, Fe, 7
NAREM ET D, IHIT, BEIAZENIY 23800
ENTWEHEDE L, (EEDxE | OREIIIZRY, 1T
BEEHMDNEFET D Z D, NEOELERE TR

(potential outcome)23fFTET H LB X HiLD. LIchiioT,

TEREOWBEE Ot = (ty, ty, -, ty) £ T DL, Vi
tORIRY, (6) KRBT 5 LvTE 5.

DT L &EE 2T, Imaiand Van Dyk(2004) Tl
LI D 2 5OEZ BN TND.
RRE LIAERY it R D22 E M B9 2 507 (Stable Unit
Treatment VValue Assumption)

RE L1E, AEEOV 7L i ORISR A B
AT T, DY TN DORGE LR DAED 5 13RS
LTWDZEZRLTND.

IRE 2258 < T & 5D 24 -CZ&f4:(Strong Ignorability of
Treatment Assignment)

% 60 Bl AFEAMAREKRS - HRE

E 21F, WEEBODAANIEEZ I L &,
BRI REE DML L CND Z L 2R LT 5.
ZIUTRY, AUEEETIIIEEX DO OISR 2T
TWAZ L LB,

Z O, WUBZEL ) OIAERIRE R OHIRHE & ALE 2
s, DITERREROHIFHED 2, SF 0 KRR,
E[Y(t)] — E[Y (¢2)]
= E[Y(t;) — Y(t;)]
= Ex[E[Y (t,) — Y (t2)IX]]
= Ex[E[Y (t,)1X] — E[Y (t)]|X]

= Ex[E[Y(t1)ty, X] — E[Y (£2)]¢2, X] ®
b,

35D LD IRE L2 DAL LTV DI, JLEZ S
& WIS B2 ST T A OHIRHEZ RN 5 2
LT, AT AERELERRNREHEE T2 Z &3]
REERD.

L, HEBEORTINSE VR, PAR— FRIESCK
TCRENE AN H D70, WEEZZOFEFHN
Ty F U TEITH ZEIFRARH 5. 22T, ik
A =7 LWOERAEAT D,

—fAVE A 27 L%, B THRMAT R, A
BEPMEB Dt % & DHERDZ L ThH S,

EFL

e(t) =Pr(T; =t | X;) ©®
£z, —BAAE A 27 XL O E AR,
0O<e(®)<1, Y e(®)=1

& 517, Rosenbaumand Rubin(1983)9 i, LA FDES
DIEDILTND.

T; L (%), -, Y,(D)IX; @

K7 T, HEBEFMETTODR, —Bbm A
aATICEIHRZ D EUTORO L ICEESHRZ DL LN
T 5.

T; L (Y; (1), -, Y;(N)]e(1), -, e(N — 1))’ ®

IHBHEEE 2T, EEDOWLELE L, t,IZBIT5
ATT DHEEIFLL FOXTRILT H 2 LN TE 5.

TarT =

E{E[Y(t) — Y (t2)|(e(1), -, e(N — 1)) T} t1, t; € TO)

& ZAT, EROBEMA 272 X HIRFSNROHEEIS,
AN T —BDMEAA 2T L B 5T & > T Thbh
TV oL, ROmD, ST LT —/LfH
MR T D NLIRITEDNY MVEIZ T2 > TND T &2
1D, ZOXHZ, NLRIEORY MVTEREMTT 5
RAE % Strong Unconfoundedness & V5. 7=, ZORGE
DTFEE, NLEOEE A = 7 AR @~ 7=~
F U DTN DTD, 2 OS] CHRENEZ 5
T2V, SR T A T TR W RTEEMED B
5.



L= o T, ST LTnd iR 2 = 7 A8
N-LIRTTDRT "IV > TWA Z LT, filkn~ v
F o 7 OFETHEATE 72 720 R OHEE H3 N
27> T LEST-

%:f,wmamamyi R MVBIZ o T %

K A 2 71 ST E A D T —BIZT D720
F oA e %ﬁm% Lt.
TEF% 2 Weak Unconfoundedness
WE, XD, () ELLTFD X HITRET H.
_(1lifT, =t
Di(t) = {0 otherwise (10)

Z O, Weak Unconfoundedness D5 T2 3817 DT
BRALLF D X 9 ITEHRT 5.
Di(t) L Y;(8) |X; (11)
Weak Unconfoundedness - {i 9% Z & C, (LR DMULE
TR U Cp (8| X)) DA EBRES D720 T, BAEARE
ROMFHEEZ R MNT 52 LR TE 5.
% LT, Weak Unconfoundedness T, -2 ORLEZE S

ty, GBI D ATTIILL T DO L D IZEBLTE 5.

Tarr =
E[E[1T; = t,, e(t)]] - E[E[Y: IT: = 2, e(t2)]] (12)
ZDO XD, BABEEHUTKE L CTEAUTIER T DA

xn?%x#ﬁf%tif%ﬁ7%gf%b_@fmﬁ
ROMFHEZRINT 5 Z E3A[REL 721, TERDIKES)
ROWEFELEATHZ LN TE D, £, 1ERHEE
T2 LR o T, WUE A ST T RER (AR
TIEY =2 30 & VBT /S A A7 LDREL Y — 2 30
& VAT SA 2 ) OF) OSSR bHEEST 5 2
EBHERD L HI1Th D, 2 LT, —UEm A =27 %
WL E UTARMETIE, ~ T o 7 L JahilfigtT
R L.

BONZ, —fUEm A 2 7ic kb~ v F 7 (Match-
ing on the Generalized Propensity Score(GPSM))IZ- 2\ Y CaitBH 9~
Do Je T, WUEEED 2RECB T 5~ vy T U V3BT
DOATERIIND.

bmary(t e) = arg 1 m1n ||€(1) —ell 13

Z LT, UEBZEHDSHEHCE 7‘6’? Y F U TIILNT D
XTERHASND.

multilvl —
Mps (t e, ey-1) =

( e(l).— p1 >
e(N - 15 —€enN-1
ZIT, RUBZEEDZRETH > T HIECROKELRD

HEEEICEA T 5 L 912, JeFEo Weak Unconfoun-
dedness #3E A9 5. Weak Unconfoundedness IZE-T, £

arg min
g}T =t

(14)

% 60 EEAGTEFEMRRES - BEE
TEAERIRE ROBIHEZ B 2 DFEH$ 5 2 LN ATREL 72 5.
ZFLTC, EmA 2T B~y T T EUTOX
INTEFRT S.

7%m0£)=wgggﬂdﬂ—dl (15)

I TEHERNL, WEEEICL > Ty TF o775
HERERDRTHD. FUEEKIZL->T, v T
T HMFENEDD Z & TIEERREROHIRHEZ B4 1T
BT L AREL 72 5.

ZLTC, RIBEZHWTUEROY Vil 5
TERREROBIRHEOHEEEY, () A AT D K 2128
D.

() = Yoot (16)

L7eio T, SPHRUENROHEEMITLA T O L 5 IZHK
HTE 5.

Tgps(t1, t2)
=M B Vo gpottren)) — Ymgps(ae) (A7)

Iz, —fKfEm 2 = 712 & 2 I RIfiET (Subclassifica-
tion on the Generalized Propensity Score(GPSS))iZ- o\ T it
b.

5T, 2BECIT B ERIRHTICOW TR 5. 8
A AT K DAL, MR 2T 20 < O0DEIT
SEIL, BB L T v F o s SERBIOFILER)
ZEHT 5. Cochran(1968)I2 &~ T, 5IEI/yEd %=
EPNATAERRET L ENTEDEEINTWS.
ZCUE, FRUito TRERERT AT Z L LT 5.

W, V% JEAEL D 5EE L, gt =

0,¢{" =1 %45, 21T, 003 Lq; P omcE

BT ZAT 5 .
Bl VEZEELT 2N 12 BN BT BIREEh R OHEE

1
i (1,2) = —).. Y, —
}( ) Mj, Zl:q;”fll)<e(1)sq;(1),ﬁ=2 t

1
My Zi:q?£1)<e(1)5q‘.’(1),ri=1 Y; (18)
BRI, K82 LR LI EEE R 2R A L,

BIRONWLILENRATEET H V) FETHS.
£(1,2) = X3, “:““A(lm (19)

INERIC, WEESISSHOGEEE 2 5. RO
HUEZEE BT D | B OEHERRE RO IR D -4
TEfFIE,

1

‘u]t M, Zl qe(1)<p(t|x)sq}3(t)Ti=t Y; (20

L5,

FLTC, &8I LT U B EaRs R o B o



YHEENE HeA 5 = & TAKOBTERRE OB
TAGHEEEE & E T 5.
E[Y,(D)] = X5, 25 e (21)

ZDX T, BERD & D AUEZSITT L T OREBIER
ﬁ%®@ﬁﬁ®%mﬁ% AT 5z kﬁﬁ*t&@,%
RN AN 7 — B L DA A 2T OFEMAHFICE - T
FHET D LINAfREE 72D,

4. FEESH

ABFFETIE, 3 ECTHH LA “HHElR, A=

7, —UEmR A 27 &2 W T — 2 30 FER O
HIER A EES 5.

(1) EBEHE

Jed, EETE L LT, B ssim s oz L
BEITH. ' — 0 BRWEFTTIE, 2012 455 2017
FELZDNT THHAY 22.0%ik07(30896 1—24009 ), >/ —
> 30 A D TN ANEENEFT T, 226%8070 (3157
2482 11), ' —> 0 BE YV T3, AL B HEHTCIE
18.2%iH/ (462 1 —378 1) L TNz, Z D K 9 ICHHEIC
HHERD E, V—r 30 I X AEHIHEITTE TR
WEIIZRZD. LavL, Y—r 30 OB AR
AR Z 0T WO IR LTV A 7as, BRI
B2 w R GHET 5 2 LI5S ERIZZR .

LR, JeBENORAGEFSICT 5 — 30 DR
SRR A A O ZHElE, A2, AU
A 27 % W CHEE 9 5.

@ Bn=1E[m))F Negative Binominal Regression(NBR))

3 BT Lo FiBIcik-S%, Ao “HElFE v
BN R ZHEE LT-fER, -1 X9 o7, -l

thoo TEstimate] 2345 A DOEYREREZ R L TV 5.

IS OIRIFERE TSI LTz L > T D

PO S el ) s = x: D] N o g R et Sl Rl e =1
Bh b bENDD.
E=(-1)*{1—exp(B)} =100 (22

(BE: 23 2R (00, B [RRtR%0)
F-1 6, zone30 OEYFRENT 0104 Lz >TWD 2
Enn, X2 IRATHE, F1UUTHDZ Engh

0, O EEIMEENIETHD Z L, sS@EHHEn
B E B2 TWAZ LA RLTWA., ZOHERELT,

V= 30 DORREKINTE & ASEBH DS\ I L H
THDHIERET NS, F£iz, AEAKUE SV CHEX
RLTNDZ LNt

% 60 Bl AFEAMAREKRS - HRE

-1 QO HHREYROHEEHER:

Negative Binomial Regression

Estimate z.value Pr..z. sig.code
(Intercept) -0.294 -7.24 4.44E-13 ik
zone30 0.104 222 0.0268 *
area_km 0.0208 2.64 0.00823 el
pop 0.000792 9.32 1.19E-20 Hokk
pop0_15 -0.00184 -5.31 0.00000011 Fokk
over65 -0.00085 -4.31 0.000016 Fkk
pop_dens -0.0000156 -7.02 2.21E-12 il
road_dens 2.58E-08 0.809 0.418
slope_mean -0.00027 -21.6 3.4E-103 Hkk
parking_dens 0.227 2.75 0.00603 *x
Cross 0.007 25.4 1.65E-142 Hokk
school_commuting 0.0000425 17 3.65E-65 ok
emp 0.000354 18.4 1.79E-75 Fokk
width_under5.5 0.756 7.89 3.08E-15 Hokk
width 5.5_13 1.28 22.6 6.72E-113 ok
station_count 0.252 5.03 0.000000494 Hkk
newtown 0.0989 0.968 0.333
AIC 35959

sig.code:*** p < 0.001, ** p<0.01, * p<0.05, -p<0.1

F I F OO A R CH 5 &, popschool_com-
uting,cross 5 D[EIFAREIFZIETH Y, QB HEHHE I
BrH 2 TWNDZENGND. 2 bOHETERFIT T4
WY 7Eo7=. —J5, pop dens DEYFREITATHY, A
L DMERN IR D 3 SN 2N 2 L &R, T
HERK LT, ZORKRE LT, Hi50BIRRITASEE K
PHIBER DRI & LR TR TN D 2 EREZ bID.
(3) {ERR 37 (Propensity Score)lZ& bV —2 30 D3

NGB RDOHEE
a) fERMRXaT7NEH

THuYy METAEAWTS, T REEICE AT
ZRH L. K1 MimAaT7 2 " He Yy NETL
ke vy NMERLEZLOZHWTRIRLIZHOTH
. vuYy NE#L I 23 DY THBD.

logit(e) = log (fe) 23)
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b) BfAfE< v F 4 (Nearest Neighbor Matching (NNM))
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HANCAHE TIIARNZ L30Tz,
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B2 folitE~ v F 2 7 UI-MfEf A 2 7 5%
(B3 —> 30 HORTT H, FA%/'—> 30 #EDHT T H)

F1 Foltfl~ v T2 7 OHEERER:
Nearest Neighbor Matching

Estimate z.value Pr(2) sig.code
(Intercept) 0.0116 0.112 0.911
zone30 0.0547 0.948 0.343
area_km 0.0914 1.96 0.0502
pop 0.000703 5.04 0.000000465 haaied
pop0_15 -0.00187 -3.36 0.000766 haaied
over65 -0.00079 -2.24 0.0249 *
pop_dens -0.0000134 -3.55 0.000383 Hokk
road_dens 0.00000305 2.89 0.00383 il
slope_mean -0.00023 -5.68 1.32E-08 Fokk
parking_dens 0.00914 0.0489 0.961
Cross 0.00599 6.84 8.09E-12 ok
school_commuting 0.0000251 4.4 0.0000111 Hk
emp 0.000587 10.7 6.58E-27 Hkk
width_under5.5 0.638 241 0.0158 *
width_5.5_13 0.674 5.7 1.17E-08 Hokk
station_count 0.0724 0.794 0.427
newtown -0.654 -1.27 0.203
AIC 6281.7

sig.code:*** p < 0.001, ** p < 0.01, * p< 0.05, *p<0.1

@) —Rx{EMER R 27 (Propensity Score) 2k BV —2

30 DIEEHHMFIZIRDOHETE

WIZZHARTXT LT HiEs CE 5t A2 =27 2 H

WT, Y= 30 OAESFHANHIZR & — 2 30 LEL
BT /3 A & ORBEOENROWEEZITS. 22T,
V= 30 HE LW T N AL 1 EE (©)
V= 30 A TTHBT NA AMLEE 2 /8 (@) ,
— 30 AOWET A ZAFEE 3 (@) LT
T EAIT ST
a —MREERMRaTIZ&KET Y F Y Match-ing on

the Generalized Propensity Score (GPSM))

-2 CPSM DHEERES:

GPSMTOHEERER
@-® ®-O ®-@
WEBENR| 0.434 0.381 | -0.054
tiE 6.584 0.967 | -0.118
B

BoRELE | BHoEERDLE, —OOETHIZOX
0. 434 HEDFENH L Z LD, Ziux/ —r 30HFT
WIERIT A AL DI — 30 L) OMEn T
INA R LT 0.434 e nWH 2 ThA. £
7o, tEEZHET 2 L AEKE N THETHS.

Fio, FBIMELFE2HOEL D L, AEAKNES%T

BTV, B3 REO N 2 BEL D 0.054 b7
7o TWA. ZiUuTY —r 30 A TYEHIT A 24
DI —2 30 BInOWERT /NA AMEL & T
0.054 - b7pnnbnH Z e Thsd. oF 0, WERT AN



A R Lo TEEBIH SN TOWAAREEZ R LT D
P faba
b) —HEERR 372k HERIAEHT (Subclassifica-
tion on the Generalized Propensity Score (GPSS))
F-36PSS OHEEHE R

GPSSTOHERR
@0 | -0 | 60
SLERHE| 0173 | 0.838 | 0.665
i 5584 | 2.082 | 2.086
BT

oML FE I ROEE L L, —OOU T HIZ DX
0. 173 HHDOENH D Z LMD, Ziudy —230FT
WIBR) T A AL DAY — 1 30 M L DB T
SN ZHEL EHARTONBHZNENS 2 ThD. £
7o, tEEFRT D EAEKESN THE TH L.

@ B=

EOHEETFIEZBWTH V' — 30 [ IAS@ESE OB
WCHBE B2 DLW FERICI o7, ZOERE LT,
V= 30 DMEE S D I ITT RS N 2 &
V=2 30 BERESIVTOBEUE Loy L /e
ZETY =2 30 DR PF SIS TN &R
Ezbhb.

—%, pop, cross, school commuting, width under55,

station_count Z5 D [EIFERELOHRERITWT NG IEIZ 2~ 7.

ZOZ &I, EEHER L BT Z D —EDRER
ot E2 5. £z, pop_dens DEIFREITV VT
HADMEE R LT, NOBEED RIS 3584
T AMERDENEEZ T2 D TR ks R o 7.

ZOHERNL, HUFO BIBIERO G HERHTHS & e TE
BEFERDEENTND Z R0, (G iy b7 <,
HWEENH LoTWREIICH D 2 LENEZ HND.

IO X, ERNOSSEFSTIE, Y —r 30

\Z K D AR R 2 NRES D Z LIS TE R T,

Z T, LEIRNOAZE AR & TSR [ R
L TGRSR 5 2 & T, HEERE, Ko —v
30 DHEEFERNZE D D DHKFEL TV

5. Y—RARAE T«

ZITCE, EEEBRNOSEES AR AT E L
TeRED > —2 30 OZSEFHINHINRAHEET D, AW
JeCIE, RN E, L - EGEK, HEE
i, BAEE, FAEMEEZRORY, EEOE
e, il D PER OFH, R AFHIIONWTY —
30 OARGBFHAMI R ARHEET D, £, HEETIEIX
THETICMEA LA HEENE, NNM, GPSM,

% 60 Bl AFEAMAREKRS - HRE

GPSS Zf#i 5.

BB FX AT I T DHEERERITIRAA— T DFS,
FA4-TIRT

76 D, V= 30 HVYERT A ATe LORKIEK
TIRIFEA DR, FETHHIILTH, Y—r 30 72
LIZHERTEENR LN L3boo Tz,

KT D, V=130 HVWERIT S A 0 DXk
TOR, FHHEH, - BEEN, EEE AR
PEEH OF, ElnE S EEE OFL, RPN ED
D Z LD yhoT-. —HT, BEdEhT —
30 & D WERIT A A V) DI C b A B E A EE N
I D Z EWNyh-oT-. BAGHENAZFRIh E DA
X TY =2 30 & D BT /A Ad 0 DRI T
AEEFANIMENC D D Z LDy T-.

6. F&H

KA 72355 OAGBERICEBIT 5> — 2 30 OAZEEL
PRI ONWTHEE L CX 72, EOFRD 7 —RITE
WTHETHEICBNT zone30 DEFEEITIETH 7=
Zenbh, Y 30 IIEFOEINC L 5 2 T
WD Z EWRgnoTz.

Flo, V= 30 ITHEISIVTD, WERT /S A A
D OIS BEHIR L 5.2 TD Z L3 g
fo. W, Y=V 30 IHESNTWT Y, PET N
A AT UGB FEGI N EBR L7222 ED3Vho
7-.

51T, GPSM & GPSS |2\ Tl & S E Al
FHOFEMERNT, =2 30 &V YENT A 251
DOXIRIZIIT D AABFHD LTWD Z e Dotz

W, BYMEENTIE, Y 30 H Y OKIROFAZ
BESSHEINL WD Z LTz

L7zl oT, Y —230W, FHIWBET A 251
ORI, FEE A EIEL OO
BrHZ WL EPNHBALEZ. — 5T, V=301
B HHIR U TR TR W 2V otz 2o
T, —EAA 27 2#EAT 5 2 & CERMISEE
it 5 = LR TE7=. GPSM, GPSS |23V VT Y — 2 30 3L
SN A 5.2 T LW D FE s - BRI,
WO EHOMEN AT, BEESOMEN %
T2 Z LT, BEFHIZ L2 ENRRE L KMEINZZ
ENEZLND.



% 60 Bl AFEAMAREKRS - HRE

6 — 30 ADEEL Y AV R D

RBEMX S/ HTFE NBR NNM
2EH 10.967 5.619
w4 15.957 -0.450
T - EHER 13.656 27.379
FHEH 13.266 30.011
BRI 10.350 3.682
FENWEE DRI 9.786 6.175
EinE IR EE DB 18.362 13.750
PSP T4 24.102 29.559
FHAIWEE DEK 12.382 7.096
B %
| - mROKES % THE

=1 3 BERIOAZ B EHANHIZh AL (GPSM, GPSS)

BRI S/HEE | GPSM(EY(2) - EY(1)) | GPSM(EY(3) - EY(1)) | GPSM(EY(3) - EY(2)) | GPSS(EY(2) - EY(1)) | GPSS(EY(3) - EY(1)) | GPSS(EY(3) - EY(2))
2HEK 0.434 0.381 -0.054 0.173 0.838 0.665
ETHEK -0.002 -0.011 -0.009 0.010 -0.014 -0.025
T - EHER 0.027 -0.054 -0.081 0.028 -0.101 -0.129
EHFN 0.029 -0.043 -0.072 0.018 -0.086 -0.104
230 0.407 0.434 0.027 0.145 0.939 0.794
FUEIWEEDBH 0.022 0.046 0.024 0.030 0.359 0.328
SHE D IREE DRI 0.140 0.065 -0.075 0.154 0.326 0.172
AFEK 0.065 -0.083 -0.148 0.109 0.291 0.181
FHIBEE DEH -0.008 0.153 0.161 0.044 0.393 0.349

By
[ ]immkssucsm
7. fEERESROZRRE =3

AWFZETIL, Z7uAvs va e fune V—
> 30 DASEFHAMHIZHNZ DWW TIREEL T& 7
AT SN FRITLL T D 35033 b 5.
OEERNOSGEFS 2R E LTOIEITo &,
EOHHITETH Y — 30 DXIENO I A3 AS@ )
ZVMHNZ 8D Z LMo T
Q7 —AAZT LIZLY, YT S 2 ORI
TIL, FECH, EEFEYL, PEPEEEOFELED
HBNBMER TH D Z ENDhoTz. — ), BIEHE
DU — 2 30 ORIENO T AEEIMERIZH 5 =
LDy Ino Tz

@) HH A INHIT D72 D0I1E, LR i R 72
TIIREECTH Y, WHIT A AERET DLEND
DT Dotz

SBOMET, LLIFO5O0NETF 55,

Otk B EE S T EAT - 12856 OHEE RS R
IIE

@FL72 5 5HTHNLIS U T B OOHEEAS FLOOE .

@ DD/ FHEW 213 genetic matching) % F L V7=
& OHEEREROE .

@Y —> 30 ORI TG FE AN L7277z
DH>ENH B,

OMITHENT 5 LEN & D IR

S&CE

WHDDMENDH

AEE  AWFRICHT Y, EHEOEIEEZTE N HE X
FLEFOTERMERR - WOADTEICRH L 9. £
FFRF ARG TE 7 L — 7 OBAKALD DI E
MIEREW ST DR VIEHIR L TR, R,
ARFGEIAF I L D [ZOBFh ) 2 2 AEEhT
FeR] OFERIERO—HTT

SE 3
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Estimation of the causal effects of 30kph zones
on traffic accidents using
causal inference

Yoshida KAZUKI Satoru INOUE and Hajime SEYA

In Japan, number of traffic accidents are decreasing, while the proportion of traffic accidents in relatively narrow
urban residential roads are increasing. Hence "zone30" which is 30km/h(kph) is adopted as a traffic safety policy
in such residential road. However, there are still few studies that quantitatively analyzed the causal effect of
zone30. Furthermore, no study has quantitatively investigated the accident reduction effects of physical devices.
To fill this gap, in this study, | analyze the causal effect of zone30 with considering the effects of physical devices
for traffic accidents in Hyogo prefecture. | use cross-section approach, and various approaches including the ones
based on the generalized propensity score are applied and compared. In addition, as a case study, | analyze the ac-
cident suppression effect of zone30 for various accident classifications. The results showed that while the number
of traffic accidents was decreasing in death accidents and student victim accident areas with devices, the number
of injury accidents was increasing in the zone of zone30.
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