221 2 R DR R A B i
DG g Ay B A< S A
VG P 3% 1 % Jead
WAz B DL
i 455 UL Fic
DEJC T3 3% AR AC IR
SE SCHR DL
BT E 30/ G
S SC I 0
DL P SE 75 ¥
T 4RIT L (Nearest Neighbor Matching)
Subclassification, Full Matching and Weighting
Subclassification
Full Matching
Weighting Adjustments
VT FERR 2
PERAL AL T
After k:1 Matching
After Subclassification or Full Matching

ZE 5T B DA SR W ]

FAE+24F, G SRR 5 A A FE R e B A 2 ) PR SR G AR AR L A S ot 7 b PR SR a5 T A
V] ) PR SR 5% R i A 5% S SRR 93 P 1T 6 R Sk S5 Al (Angrist fl Pischke, 2010) o H2RRlFE D 2455000
KA R R R, HIEA AR E S IR R S A s hi 4], BAEORFE A A G 0L T 44 7 3L B 4 3 — A4k
B, RELERHANRELER LN ES. HEREREER, AP E Mk IR Lm0 BT A& . 1E
S EARBHEE S AR IR, 2yt s ) SR 77 ik Daniel Kahneman F1Vornon Lomax Smith 3k45# D1/R Z35%
SIS B FE IR AT RN o« AHRTEZBT 2 SIER 52 A @ A S50 1) 7 A T R SR 6 R AEAE B S kb, Ehnge
ISR AT R AA R LR R E S E SRR B K LA R £% ., T2, HERSE (Natural
Experiment) ¥ SCHERF 50 H 12 47 52 B 5% (Meyer, 1995; Angrist filKrueger, 2001), izt I H] 53— 55k 441 il Xt
JIT LRI 5 AR AR R R A A v SR R LS AR AR B R SR o AEETE K S 80 SEE AT 7 140 2 A S W I A5 1 0
BUF . U SRAE N A b S 6 R ST AR R A bty e, DRSRHERRL R T —ANMER. dnal ) A R RE
HUA RIS B P17 G 14T, DS BRI BEALSE I ACHRAR U O ROR RG22 RN G55 2 5 3 [w) T Yo 18 )
Rubin (1974) & XX HAEREE B4 H T IEZH R -

X RIEL A FEA T PR RAE W I R PR AE T R R HEWT A S b D, DL @ ad Rubin (1974) BT HEZR BN LS
Bl MRBIWITEE RIEL Ew MR y BREARRRW, BRI 2 TAE, Widw;, = L&A #ZL4E,
WHE w; = 0o TEMLIAHE . BFTEE HURNEAMA 22 7 AL B S Ry (1) S A EZ AL B 45 Ry (0), TASRE R I
WREEE] A i FEPIFPARAS T 1 DL —— B [ LS By (1) Filys (0) o (B EERAEWT T 245 THAO AL EROY. GEam) hlA
MRS Z B EPFRES T AR ZESR, Bin = yi(1) — vi(0), 7 LUR SO ECHRHE W R 5% R A £E ik
SRR PRI —— R SN B (AL T S S AR BRSSO . MR T TR Y R R A W ) SRR ) D E YR A
AR T A R T UL DA A T PR SR 5 2 s SR ) e G B4 1) o




UG Fic Y 2 A RS AR

TBRBE N S A R BRI REAS Ay (s, wis i), Hopi=1, ..., Ny AEE R R w WA BEIORE R v b AS . Jik
ARG LI AR Z A, 5 MR EEZEENEY (v, = 1) MREZABRHEE (w;, = 0). WFHARAME, H
2R Ay (0) vi(1). Hib, HEARANARRE LA, AN — N Mok B iEHld. 85T A BRY AFE I
N SCRRH . B2 32 B SR A BN T

OB (ATE), %X ATate = E[yi(1) — v:(0) | zi);

QFZALE TN (ATT), X MTa = Efys(1) | ws = 1] — E[y;(0) | w; = 1],

AN T 5256 72 A s A REATUYE B e (8 FDUE DU B () 1 0L T A 50 N — o AR 8¢ 55 1R A B A5 21 16 12 TR 21
BRI TE . FEER MBS

%L A% (Ignorability): DIx &4, w 5 (yo, y1) 2 H), w L (yo,¥1) | oo

& i%2: E&(Overlap) : X FRHrAXEX, HPXEHERKHES, 0 < Plw=1[z) <1,

X P AR SRS AT A 4. R L AT

DF [yi(1) | zi, ws] = E(yi(1)|z:);

Q@E [y:(0) | zi, wi] = E(yi(0)|z;).

T, PP BB Tare MBI BADCECAH) £ B EAR . TERE], 45RTR v TERN
yi = ¥i(0) + w;i(y:(1) — v:(0)), FrLlas w=1, E(y:|zi, w;) = E(y;(1)|z;) ; 7 w=0, M E(y;|z;, w;) = E(y;(0)|z;).
LA B4 E SO AR ((IMT)) ate AT R A

Tate = E[yi(1) —9:(0) | 2] = Ey; | zi,w; = 1] — Ely; | zi, w; = 0] (1)

BT Elyi|zi, w; = YR E[ys|z:, wi = O 0] LLoy 5] Bk g e AP T AUREA R A 2], 7 LTS5 AL B0 o AL

AAHERZM . 12y:i(0) ME[ys| i, w; = O\MIREAAEHHE, vi(0) W Eyi|z:, wi = MREAMEHE, FFLLEHI B
BIREAAG TR AT = N7 (0i(1) — wi(0) i FA7AE RO G S0 19— LA e U A AT e — R 25
THIGER VCRCTE B AR AR 18 1 YR BORAS IR o SN B B di el A REAOR I B R B B R SR 3s
LR Fln, ER R TR MERS R Ay (1), A TEE FEARZ A B T FHA § 5 A
I(2) GRI(3) i "Bl M Z B REA ARG . THAERRIE LR FERZALERE F LR, [
B, X 2 A A AR A TE S 2 A A P B B IR AR BEATICRC . B¢, DUCHBIAREA N

. yi w; =0 Yiswi =0
w0 = {0 w) -

] X LE DT BE H O REAR RO T ATH SR A B

yiw; =1

VU LA A A i 7

JS7 P D BT B SR SR T U S R IR T ISR, DU A BT I RCREA . DS B P45 )2 S0
LR P AR B 0 3 R 20 A7 R T LA A P A2 B R S Rl A A ] A A0l #RDC TS KA IR, T DUKE DT BE ik 23 o B
AR B DU FCATG ) 45373 DCCPT 28 o MR FR) A 8 UC I 280 B — 48 B2 A e A5 0 EA T DR E . SR AR 77 sk A DT e
G0 T HE TR AR A RITE LR B, FERAIR LR BT 2] TR B R s A i 5
ZHIHOLT . A TERTIE 4E BEETEHIE A R BT A3 DL ORI R i A5 2 X — B & THVE BT E 5 B R —Ziith i
BEATUCHC, weR 7 4 BE ) TE S T L3 2 P T 2R




A B UL T

DG e i A8 7 FH 5 L HR BILE20 12240 4FAX (Greenwood, 1945; Chapin, 1947), {HEFERE FH) & R HI45 720 i
4170 4E4%. HHr, Rubin (1973a, 1973b) DL K& Cochran FIRubin (1973) %fbfiH 7 AR BTRk . Ml A126E T 284
hhAS BERIE T T 32 A0 B T30 B T 108 ER 30 AR DG v ot B S e o A B w3 i o) 22 A P A B iSOk 47 DT
At (Dehejia F1 Wahba, 2002) , {HIXFfri A% 5 U BCAE 52 B0 F o 0772 B g 0 4k B2 IH JE” ). 4n7E Chapin( 1947)
IREFE R, SEIRAAEAEON671, I AREAEON523, HiEid6 N 438 A8 BIEfTICACH) . 2 A 23 A REIC L
o ANVEEACTE B AR BT EC K AR AR BRI TG SE L0 G T HE T B HER VR SR T AR AR m; B, FERAEARE)
T N A B UCECAAAE T 5 R . R T HAA i B b AR BT RC .

1B Sf (w] Xi) A AL B X e B3 5345 . Hob w=0, 1 RRREZEAE; k=1, j 4 5 FKR LA AR H 4
FEAR

Xi = Xj = fw (Xz) = fw (Xj),w = 0,1

d(XZX]) <€:>d(fw (Xz)pfw (X])) <5,'w:0,1 (3)

Hp, FOMEeEE S B LA EE B O I ES@ (CochranfiiRubin, 1973; RosenbaumFIRubin, 1985)
. FRAdy, = (X, — X;)DUX; — X)), HADRthasEx (77 -5 Z5M . 3 (3) SR IR ST 9L 4
FEART 155 AR D e A0 2 ) 2R AR LA A ) B B AS e, JF DASGasd DC I I P A R AR ot A8 B L ) oA AR ) L 36
B TR S X4 HEE WHIETE: ScidreAL 5 AR s H A, eSS N RE—
EREe, H I VCELS 0 P AR A FL AR 5t A S [R] 40 A5 W BE B /N T IR — B e MBS, ST 2 7 WA =T 1Y) 4
o

fist e 7573 DG i

H TP AL B DG A A R DL R AR B e w2t BUHE LADC R 1] . It UG 52 o 7 P o 52 31 1 2 FR
iil. Rosenbaum FI Rubin (1983) JF-@I 1 Hi T #4373 VE LA 771 . alad Wi 453 20X — B — 4 AR R AT DL T
LAy b A DU RO ot AR B BER . %€ Ui Ao (IE2e(x)) gy s ml b A8 S s 0L M2
WERZFAR (R Re()=prob(w=11x)) o MABEN T EWE AT (B3 M T, LAsEeEs
e(z) atE, w5 (Yo, y1) RMSEHY, Blw L (yo,y1) | e(x)o Xt i 4353 #EA7 VS BUA P B AS A T3 (22
1 REAS B T0 e BP0 BN A B (BT 4543 DE RC R BEASARYE 7T LR

prob (X; | T; = 1,p(X;) = p) = prob ((X; | T; = 0,p (X;) = p) = prob (X, | p)
d(pr,p1) < € = d(prob (X | px), prob (X; | pj))s <

2 (5) A (6) 735k Bz b A8 B UC FE A B 3K (B) AN (4) o X (5) 2&m HAREAN ] o i i) 7o (L AT DU LR, SEERALAEAS
O AR A2 B2 0 3 (6] 73 A A ) (AR A (] o 2K (5) R ARPRBT 1A A5 20 R B2 BEAE 2 AT T RO . SEe 2
AT s ] ZELAE A 28 B PR ) 434 RO BE S /N T0

(4)



N RSB N

DERECTS HEA LR UAS EZP IR

(1) &Mk (closeness)”: AT BB —AAMAR A RERUF HIDT T 55 — S MALF B REE -
(2) SE“MMME" G, SEHEIEECTT .

(3) PRl ARUILRCAE AL LA R, SR AEREEE LK, HIIGE RIFHILARLR.
(4) 455 PRSP E TS A LS, 2347 45 2R LU R AG T BRER ALY o

& SR

TE SRUTERL S PN 2 0 b A8 B DUB K X e AR B 5 i — A BRI

LEFEIIE

DU HC 7 A T 2 A Sk AR ¢ (ignorability) . EBBCAESEH] T HMERZ 5, FEHI AR A2 F3A RIS 2]
MZE5e. FINZRR B SRR MR R RE S SBOT ZEA M. R, BHEMERRIRT S, SiREEm EZRE
AR TREIER . Bk, BN RIETINTTRE SRS BOAN / B 45 RAR 5C i A8 805 T AS B %0 /A% . TR
TERANRE . AT RE 2 AH SRAL B W AL 28 B A B AL S 7E DT BEad A v

JE X BB
TR L BEE Dy AR UL PR GR) Z R PR B . A LT DU s F2 i 7 i -
(1)Exact:
Ps={otsx £ 4, ®
(2)Mahalanobis:
Dij = (X; — X;)'T7'(X; — X)) (6)

H, SigmadtthAZ 8 X7 Z2 0007 2/ . WERA T R S BEATT,  Sigmade 12 i 4L b AS 81 75 22 7
ZFERE . IRAGTHRATE, Sigmas By bh A8 B 75 b 77 Z25E 1 -

(3)Propensity score:
Dij = |€i — €j (7)
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(4)Linear prospensity score:
D;; = |logite; — logite,| (8)

Exact distancefIMahalanobis distanceill] B[ F R MEFE T, SXEE4int, WE ARG T, ZRkS#{DT
FCiE & SRR TCIEILES, X2 SR U ECAKS S B A7 A 5 2 AN B 7E 43 Hr v B 4% 0 58 K () ffs 22 (Rosenbaum
and Rubin, 1985). i HMahalanobis distanceZE {28 B A2 IE 54040 I FE I AL (Gu and Rosenbaum, 1993), iX
A g2 A yMahalanobis B 5t VC AR 5 FA4XTC R 2 H 0 BT A 38 B R R SF BB 43 BT A thAs BIC S
—AMhniE: BRACHERIRER . BRI R AP S TEBR BB, E S A P AR B X 4y
ATEIRITHRNT AP ZAHFE . FHitk, 27N R T, BEAHP A MEsHES T4
NGRS . HOR, ARG et AR B ] DL ZBEIRIT A BL . B A% e Ml ¥4t ml DL 2R IR 7 40 e, il ih & i i
WAl LA, Blan, XD AE ST BT, ARG TEX L4 A T A 455 DO T o o SRS R A 0% e A% B i
4R, Mahalanobis matching within propensity score calipers (Rubin and Thomas, 2000)¥4M4 i F1 j 22 [A] # #E
BEX A

o {(Zi — Z;)'S71(Zi - Z;), if |logit (e;) — logit (e;)| < c 9)

Y oo, if |logit (e;) — logit (e;)| > ¢

Herc R, ZR—RIIREHZR, TRZMTTEWMTT %,

DU JiC 52 it 75 ¥

VT4BPE Fil(Nearest Neighbor Matching)

FEHR R AT, L1 4R DL AL A AL A FER A 4 — AN BE RS ol I LA 5 2 TS 56
F 11 DEECH) —A W E & B RENNE, SEURRE RS (XM IR EIEEIERE AN, B,
FEXER M EA B, W R B AR NB/ NP E  (Cohen, 1988), it LAALBRZH ) I /IMARFE AL 1)
TROLT . SUAXTIRAAEASIK NI, IR 2B R BT RE A PR 2 (Ho et al, 2007). HK, MPAMFEAA B
AR, RIS, B A Mk s> T HRS AR A T

FE—X—HLABCECH , AR H ST 25 UL il (greedy matching), X&—AF A MEMEEHI A FHR—NEE
HAE . HREREG—XEE R, M TmAMAn S, KR LRI A —E &Sk b . H—
FHUCEC ¥, FROMER AL AL (optimal matching), AS@&—AN—AMAMEHFEFTUCHD, T S Eoeh i A AL 3R 2H /N [w] I
PEAFUCHL , F- 30T A AL B A AT = DC L _E RS BEE fe/he ANSRFRA VAR AR B AN TR R . S VRS
AR B P O TC T . SRR 2 B, A B DO AN A 25 3 B 24 RUFULHS, FR4'ratio
matching"(Smith, 1997; Rubin and Thomas, 2000). X Bt ICEECEY KR ZE: 72N . AP A~ E
RN RGBT SR 2, FOMARYEE L, 55 2. 25 3 F4E 4 S VCIC b SR 1 S50 1 G I 25 e A B A 1
Fit. H—JrH . HTEKRMICEAEARKN, #HZANICER LI 75 %, —Fh} ratio matching" #E{7 S i
N fi;“variable ratio matching", HAVFHLERAR Y, W2 A R AL TT DR A RECE I UTEC . 55— 4k )
A — A T DURES A TR AR ICHS : DT 3% “with replacement” j& & “without
replacement” . Matching with replacementif ¥ 7] LUg/DMi 22, 40T L& ik fil -5 7 2 F BAS AR AL A skl A
o BRI, Y4ff Fimatcing with replacementff, HEWTASFBEINE 2%, K A9k IC BC A 2 A RS -k s —— 5 267
VCRCEAEAR R A IE—IR, X T EAELE R L% &




Subclassification, Full Matching and Weighting

5 Fr AL RS MA BT 0 55 1 BAE (BUR TR Ak h) MR RILRCAR S . X 2875 5 AT ARG o2 5 e
A REEZs) T 0 R 1 Z A E.

Subclassification
43 J2 VU B AR B AR 2 5 0 ) Fi5 25 2817 43 J2 (stratification), i 2 N I AMAFFELLEAREL, N TFEAGAETHR 2
Full Matching

4 DU —Fh 5 & ZufijsubclassificationfZ X, X7 EW DL A shik 22804 E (Rosenbaum, 1991; Hansen,
2004; Stuart and Green, 2008). Full matching#4#t 7 —RF|ILELAE, Hrp &AM ILREM S 20— M e Em 2>
—AEGIANME (B ICECETTREA T2k B HAA) o i/ MEEA VCECA N B S B A5 A X RN ] 1)
PR S, el . Fit, full matching ] {8 XA JE 2 575 55 L0 06 BA A Ay AR ) 4550 FAR R
FEPERT FE N R B A WRE] TT.

Weighting Adjustments

05 ) #5343 T LA T DL BB AR AG T ATE R A, X 75 i R S A AN B ) 135 B % (inverse probability of
treatment wrighting, IPTW)(Czajka et al., 1992; Robins, Hernan and Brumback, 2000; Lunceford and Davidian,
2004). AL E W] Dl T AT

T; 1-1T;

w; = —

~

€; 1—éi

Hor, et MK I A Al v XA E AT DUR TR AL R AL RO IR BEA T I BB, IR 2 AR
BRI Z SR 75— P AT sSUAA E T LR Aw; = T + (1 — Tz)l‘%e ATRAE, #ZTHHA
PRAE LA B — M LA I A - DU B A, AP e, 0. FBEH T4k STIRIN 5
SRR, B XA BRI B B T 2 A AT, AR MR A BE R 2 S A

TTER— RS R, WAAEIRH K, 7 T REIEHR K.

(10)

DU BCRL R 2 W

P YUYV 1 0 s ) e A= A TR O 1 By == o TR - st < R A 20y YL VR DN 3 S I DR
TIEHAT RUR BB o DRSS 200 24 T DOL AL A o K S B LA SE A AR T4 ok o BRITAT . X DG G 56 B Ja
TERDCECAEAS , 5 B 2 I TR Se 5 . 3 H BRI e bt FE pn v Ak 3418 2 Ft (standardized
difference in average)Fl X4t br it 2= Hh(log ratio of standard deviations),

Pt P24 B 25 S s SR -

Ay= —— (11)

Her, Xgd = tedon FHA s ah A s R T8, s T HALsids HIAL s BT 2, 5 51% b

2=y~ Y (Xi-X) £=yW.-1) Y (%-X) (12)

;D=1 i,D;=0



MR RPIAS RSE AP, AR T SR AR TO, BT, AJIRHEET0, HEHIREAMA T A4
1 HH S AR R TG R

PR UEZE L SR I AR 25 5%, SO
I',=In (st) —In(sc) (13)
R P AS T o A5 P, AR PR SR 2 A [R] DA T 7 2 1 A B o 22 PGP 25 EoKs 230 0.

HAEARIERS Y, BRI —E e A A0, BRI AT DU 30 016 R A0 P . 2R L A6 s 5 Py S 22
TEARTR AR AR AL B A KA ] o

L1,
(2, +2.) /2

o, TR BRI TSI T, 87 R BAL RS 4 THEREA T 2% .

>

(14)

AL 2R A

After k:1 Matching

P DT B il -8 mT LS T A K

. 1 .
TATT = 7 [Yz - Z w(%])Yg‘] (15)
N i,D;=1 j

Her, 0 <w(i,j) <1, M) E30E XS Tk DTS EE il A B 6o AN [a] DU RSy 4 0 32 228 ) e
FALER 22 5
DG Pic i 22 7T LA A -

. 1
JE—E:MMWJ—N;Z:m—%O

JEMj; i,D;—1

z|-

i,Di=

1
Yo— Y. Y
zD =1 JEMj;)

He, TR — IR T B RO A U RO TR, 28 0 TP RO, P 2 2Rl
Zo TPEAHA R L ACIRZE AT LA R A -

B; (X;) =E [Yl = Yomy, | Xiy Xy Di = 1]
— E Yy — Yo | X3y, Xy, Di = 1]
=E (Yo | Xi, Xmy,, Ds = 1] — E [Yy; | X5, Xy, Di = 0] (17)
=E Yy | Xs] — E [Yo; | Xy, ]
=t (X;) = e (Xmy))

o o) FoR 5AMRIICECIR %, DTS LA P AR B AR B SR SO, 2 PR B8 R LU BN, 2 fEl g
IZ@KIEXT AP R RO, BT AT DU R I3 77 2 i e (X))

?



After Subclassification or Full Matching

i bR HER 23 ZUCHL, B RETETAFRN FE FRE A MY M (Rosenbaum and Rubin, 1984). it &4~
v 32 B AL PR A AMAE BN 2B T T IAUSG T ATT; XA 2R MR BB T AU T ATE. SAF25r]
RETATE R BIAEET AR, KL 75 20K T PR b A AR B A o T A B 44 128 P 2847 I 3§ % (Lunceford and
Davidian, 2004), Y4-FRMEEARK . WERGN FRAPBMEEORN, T b a4 1280 B Bk [l IS AR I
AR A BA AL, BRI, oI DILEYS = Boj + BT + v X + e XFMERL, X BIRELRRMAE, IRE
$ﬁ%%%,%E%ﬁ%%ﬁ?ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ%%ﬁ%%?ﬁﬁﬁ:ﬂ:%ﬁiﬁ=ﬂ&¢]%ﬁﬁﬁ%pM%ﬁﬁj
IR EEL, NS

4%

A P A T RO Sl dad FRAT HAT AR AL b A B 23 A1 PR 16 7 ZEL 0 0 R SRR T R e B 4 R L5
oo M. WFFUE T LS G AR AL B AR P 2 A DU BC R A AR AR SEBLX — E b, AT g DR P A B Al
i 7% ASCEE A IHFBAPITEN KT AT EEII SCRREAT T — NS AR FCTRANIER T DL RO SE R AE T 5. B
Be AR DEBCTs EE RIS L . BE T Ay s 4R 3 1 Gl i 75 ¥ S o
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