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v A FHo| e =9 Ay AT A Budria®} Pereiras®] 75 HW X2 FZ =5 A7) A
71457 Algst £l Fogt A dFEAE F3A Utk o] AFE 4 o
Eétﬁﬁa:], -s]—aﬂﬂﬂi 20‘?’1— 2}o ]xuq =7 [
©19%, 9149 Aol 3T%oHEe) AR YeRbL 912 weln gtk B
o] R dFRI ¥ ZA YERA 9o dFE = WU FH 713 FFEATAZ H Ao
7} @lokar =2skar ok
Pischke (2001)= =<¥9] A< S (continuous training)ol] ofst 3 g35 A3l 9t} o] A
T+ 549 A AA dd A5 (GSOEP; German socio-economic panel)E ©]83fe] 198635
n
o

3 Hoiv

B 19899 B 549 ZAYPAelA dojun e ¥ F9(return), AA (financing), FH

(incidence) ol et B8 AAISIAL Q). o] A= ZEAIZH(work hour) 59 TS
2 Aol Y& AEE ol oJ7AIZbel| APHE FH ) vl B2 £9E Holal JSS ¥e
wa 2L 258 AW 2RAE0] FHlol Aolstn Y SAE HelFw ok
Krueger2} Rouse (1998)= HEZALE a8 F 7|9 AGFolA w8 7ol ko] tfs] EA3}
Aot e A7EZ (output)E 45 (earnings), ©]3] (turnover), €AF2] A3} (job performance), 1
231 FHAQ AASHS ARt AFET AxGolA a5 gt ngz2 a8 T3 HY
BAE Holi ot Aulagelis ook Z& A5 Kol k. ol st 49 147
e B FHo) FAg Alghe] Az 01]/‘1 = 0.4%7 e Jepga glon NHE &

Bolz3 o} 8k o] & (turnover) o= E& ol FoJdk Algo] 2olR S E HoFEy 9t} Holzer 5
(1993) & 71daSE=A gt AH o 7H°]°] A" AL PSR o sl EA4%ka e dA+2E
I FAX Dol TAATY Frloll= L AH A EFE EFEY Fhols AEH EFE Ho|a Tt

ST AR (2000), HAET 433 (2010)0] Ak AR BAYE) FABFATEA
Bz A2 20064 SARE 20004 39 T2 HA2A ARE AIR AZsk] WATA
22 Fdgelet FAYT thal B4 AASATE AT WFFH Fedo] A7A A ¥
A foInIE JTE WAL S G 93 27%2] KR T} Slekn wnska ok w D
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getgct. o Auel B§ BAL 3T ouiold FFA} AT JASEAL FA &
Ashe=dl ok olF A AEE F Al /MK f¥oz BESEY A WA A8+ Panel
12 o]t 20104 3% F kAol 93 AU FolA 20109 8= AUS FAFT Ut A
< 43t s dE A4S A5ott. oluf WY FA& 69.5% ] FAXFE 18 539wﬂo]u} Panel
2+ 20099 8¢Y HAARS: 20109 8€E HAYPAE A9 FL3H ddE AZs AR HE A&
45.8%0]n T2 4= 12,2209 0]t} 1wkt Panel 32 20099 8Yollx 3 ARpo] 1 2010 3%oﬂ¢
HAA ol 20103 8Yol= H AR 2SS sdz AZ3% AR R g F-AS&2 43.3%°)3 HE &
2] 4= 11,5389 ot}

o] Al 7}A] wlolg] Ale] FEHL T3 Ay A4S BF 20100
Fou A2 20109 8¢ A

o] “At 13A7F A5t

Al

o ¥d B¥e € He A7)

oo

99| 97 ATFA o R A

flo 1-3

S o 233 neAThe 0] BB} wobEe] st
W AA FEES ER=F T A1) BAIZE ST ol sl

2 43t t|o]E] Alo]1 Panel 2~Panel 32 1d Ao &
oh. 9 A3 WATA) FAATE BY) ASHE 7

I~

A0 283 7 dlolE Ao ZleFAFel & 2.1 AN Utk A5t FFH ofF wen
20109 8€¢] Fgkeolal A= A7)t - 1)9 Fagtseltt. v A™Ghe Al 74 deolg A =
T 2412 Yehta 9o 2 1909kl A 2009H tholth. & Fog-2 34~35%E UERtL
Atk 62~64%F=7F AtAor SRAGS sk Qv Ao YEhHth e B Jxprt A
56.1%~57.4% % AHAskaL glem Al shd B 70%H o] o] 7| EA S HolFa ik =gk skl
2 3y uE0] 36%, 1 thao] ERE 26~27%, JEHEC] 15%0 Al dd 25+ Ex5o] Qlth A
Al = 80% mIRke] vl&= 9921 o] 5F AFG 7ol el ATt

A ko] AIE (outcome)E Yiolepstl Hw TS| ANES Yout stk o] F Heke| Aol
A=Y -Yo= vepd £ glon oju] 27t Vi34 Yo AA AARAA &Fe] Zhesith 2 A
H ko] 7P vkl A3 (counterfactual) S| A o] 52] A2 AFE 2l (potential outcome) V&
HEE 5 ek o E EW ™o gt Abghe] v FRol| FofetA] ggs Wl HE 5 U= Y E
AR ZpgAolA & = e WL glt)h vlE o] REo] BE ujA ¥ 2 A (Non-experimental or
observational study)olA] 7} 34l o] E]% Apgtoln] o] HE& ojEA OHﬁ?f}—ﬂ'ﬂ' F749 #del |
o} stzh ofee] A 22 AEE wejs) Ak 9714 D = 12 AR, D = 02 v a et
Z& A gt

TT = E(A|Z,D =1) = E(Y1 — Yo|Z,D = 1)
—EMWi|Z,D=1)— E(Yo|Z,D = 1). (2.1)
4 (21)9) TTE A4e ATl Bole Aelane] Adoz 43 wal Azudel A7
2] 27} (the mean effect of treatment on the treated) o]t} & 2| Ate] ZAyte} o]Eo] WY vl
Aol S0l Uepd AENe) Aol ulske Aotk I BAL o|efd AL v ¥ A7
SIAE B 5 Tk Zolch. a4 o2 5] A8l S4e Aol uh w4 (Matching) % olct
(Smith&} Todd, 2005; Heckman 5, 1997). ©] #E d2 Sof A3 B} T&d Foisk At}
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0>

B

= 2.1. J&EN
Panel 1 Panel 2 Panel 3
ZF A4 N = 18,539 N =12,220 N =11,538
e FA&(%) 69.53 45.83 43.27
Mean S.D Mean S.D Mean S.D
vl 1}o] 42.2 11.2 42.4 11.7 42.2 11.4
ZFAIZE 43.6 11.0 44.1 11.1 44.2 10.8
AF(Td) 200.1 145.1 191.3 129.4 196.2 130.5
THFF 0.359 0.480 0.341 0.474 0.351 0.477
FHAA 13.3 31.7 12.6 30.4 13.1 30.9
AFA R 0.624 0.484 0.617 0.486 0.641 0.480
A 0.561 1.496 0.567 0.496 0.574 0.495
AT g8 0.707 0.455 0.725 0.447 0.731 0.443
2Z o3} 0.081 0.273 0.087 0.281 0.080 0.271
il 0.086 0.280 0.092 0.289 0.087 0.283
15w 0.356 0.479 0.361 0.480 0.361 0.480
AEE 0.153 0.360 0.149 0.356 0.150 0.357
= ke 0.270 0.444 0.259 0.438 0.266 0.442
st o)Ak 0.054 0.225 0.053 0.224 0.055 0.228
1~97 0.335 0.472 0.321 0.467 0.310 0.462
10~99 0.446 0.497 0.452 0.498 0.456 0.498
100~499 0.131 0.337 0.137 0.344 0.142 0.349
5009 o] 4 0.088 0.284 0.090 0.286 0.093 0.290
=804 I 0.012 0.108 0.014 0.119 0.012 0.108
Azg 0.209 0.407 0.220 0.415 0.225 0.417
AN, A, S5 0.010 0.101 0.012 0.109 0.012 0.110
449 0.076 0.265 0.074 0.262 0.069 0.253
= 4 0.108 0.311 0.104 0.305 0.104 0.305
+5 0.041 0.199 0.042 0.200 0.043 0.203
suh SA 23, 0.090 0.286 0.088 0.283 0.087 0.281
289 By 0.048 0.213 0.046 0.210 0.048 0.215
AL AE, A 0.055 0.229 0.052 0.221 0.053 0.224
AP A DT A B A 0.224 0.417 0.229 0.420 0.229 0.420
B ADALE] B2 A 6] A 0.126 0.332 0.119 0.324 0.119 0.323
e 2} 0.025 0.156 0.022 0.148 0.023 0.151
AR} 0.209 0.406 0.201 0.401 0.208 0.406
AP 0.203 0.403 0.198 0.399 0.204 0.403
A H] A 0.091 0.288 0.088 0.283 0.086 0.281
hufj 0.082 0.274 0.080 0.271 0.080 0.271
FHYg=d 0.004 0.061 0.005 0.068 0.004 0.061
7159 0.096 0.295 0.099 0.299 0.097 0.296
z2r4 0.119 0.324 0.125 0.331 0.129 0.335
g2 0.171 0.377 0.182 0.385 0.170 0.376
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2.2.1. 01 "iAS 87l HE}W o=t 22
710 71 2L 4L SA W Z°ﬂ SRR
LA G| Z9ht Tl 1
independence assumption).

7o) BT oo} Bk, T o] A (assignment)
FopAl dA=E = Aol e A A dE2 v
Yoo= =929 Aol @ Q3ltH(CIA; conditional

rlo
_\:
iy,
<
%
rO

YoLD|Z (2.2)

CIA 7Vgo] #7153 $el7} 4 (2.1)9] TTE Fohust dehd thewh 22 4o] 47arh

E(YolZ,D =1) = E(Yo|Z,D = 0) = E(Yo|Z). (2.3)

S D=149w Yoo BT D =09 uf Yoo 7|th Fko] Zolof Shths AL R o]Zo] D = 1% A&l A
F743t7) AeiAl= ok 22 overlapping 27 o] F st}

0<Pr(D=1]2) <1 (2.4)

o 7Hgel o F4doz Bt
2] (2.1)~(2.4) 7H3 stollA TTE th3A 3 oA & 5= Utk
TT = E(Y1 — Y5|D =1)
=EMW1|D =1) — Ezp—1{Ey (Yo|D =1,2)}

= EMWi|D =1) — Ezp_i{Ey (Yo|D = 0,2)}. (2.5)
A8 wAe SAsEn od AR 271 A BE A% 4 olEes A8 & 3
oh % ulge] AHgelE Weel A9 (dimension)o] 48 Zolok kvl S 27 olarel WA} e
A% 240l A9 Brhsd Ad WA A9E U% qelsich o|dd BAE TR As 4
= (propensity score) Pr(D = 1|Z)o] ©o]-8Ht} (Rosenbaum3} Rubin, 1983a). & 4&FH4++= DE F
SWSE ol o¥F zeploly 231 RedlH Al $E 4T olgdlel 24 @ ¥ A SPus
Sof Aol Wt D7} 1o] B B8 qolth. WebA AR FAL o, 4, 48, A 5 el
2 IR BAE BF BAN) gEe] 0jR g = BA A9 BAE 32 T 5 dov A
B7b BolE A9 AL St dold AE S E U 5 U Bl Aok SE AFASE ol F

stk theel Ao 4gis,
E(D|Y,Pr(D = 1|2)) = E(E(D|Y, 2)|Y,Pr(D = 1|2)), E(D|Y,Z) = E(D|Z) = Pr(D = 1|2)

= B(D|Y. 2) = E(D|Px(D = 1|2)& 9@t} = Yo7} 29} S 97 olehel 4gasole S97ole)
©ouelt. ARACE ARASE ololel WAL B T AL o 2ok

E(Yi|D = 1,Pr(Z)) — E(Ys|D = 0, Pr(2)).

2.2.2. OIE FEX|(Matching Estimator)

ay = — Z |:Y712 — EA'(YE)Z‘Dl = 17P»;):| y (2.6)
i€InSp

AN E(YoilDi = 1,P) = 3, W(i,5)Yo;. e FTAEI TTE Lubal vy 2425 <
nsty fh= vuFde] A L2 AR J3 Spe FF5AYG(RCS; the region of common



168 0]&F

B

support) &2 A Fht HwJ ] 7 X (overlap) A H& oJu]gict. wEbA o] 2o
A wjH o] o]Fo] Ao &l Zefok FAHATE AT (treatment effect) ZH F IS FRI 4 9]
Z € I1 N Spo) o] Fo|Aof qr}h. 3 ny2 RCSOl AR groluh. ak A2 yere] uj
H RS Yoo 75X W(i,5)E o83t 7k B+ ez AT olu] W(i, )& AFHF
F Ao FeEe ZAer A A vagde] £E gudtt. dH FAHX Y 4 4 (2.6)7F FE
=S

=

o N, rIo )

o

var(da) = nivar(Yh') —
1

Z vaar(Yoj)

Jj€lo

_1
(n1)?
ojt}.

2.2.3. OIEIQ] Q8 =FoA AL BA L F4 F 7R & 3Fib= NNM(Nearest-Neighbor Match-

ing)¥ #Ad w1 A (KM; Kernel Matching)e] $+ £/ < LLR(Local Linear Matching)< AME-3}53T}.
o) WA A Ao HA.

e Qe w9l pairwise M1 02 otelel AN F HEE AFAS Aol7k g Ak
X

C(P;) :mjinHPz' —PBjll, je€l.

= etk =3 o J@‘—% 7# ﬂ‘ﬂ@r’h’]’ 7V 7V HW@‘& 7%4@01] T s Fost
Itk H9S 585 e BF WA dEA] A (ordering) ol v RIZS KT whebA 2
= =9 (replacement) ‘f‘o“—.% l%'VlE skt o] AR viPe & A Aot Ealte] o9
A (trade-off) 7} EA T NNM2 dhd wigek gle Zlo] ofdz}t kA NNMoz &33 &
= Stk & Azt WA 5]% Hl ] Yo& 78] AAsh At 7 fARE vl e
AEs kNG BEe ol&shke WAtk A S92 AolM 7 ek 2ke] AR Abole] 24 58
9 (tolerance) & Aol st} 1 #Az2jol 23k AHtE w3 k= 29| caliper WA olt}. o] of 58
HAE ARl o GA Aotk el 7tz A7 2 4 Sk

(2) KM

o Bge NNM Br} 1:n] wj3e] 442 7 ek o BAs A4 AFH W(i /)& A9S
o1 g3k} Frohh Aoz ofele A} ek,
P, — P
0o (222)

A . 1 A
OtKIM—EZ Y, (Pka) ,
i€l Z G
an

k€l

(2.7)

o714 G(-) & AL Fol™ a,2 bandwidth Fol2L G = G((P; — Pi)/an)/ X pep, G(Pu—PFi)/an) <
7152 W(i,j)olth 8 FHe] #HAJAL =237 Y3 bandwidthE Silvermano] A|H3E h =
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1.84 + SD(AFAS) « N71/52 Ajeistglon olu] hx 0.080]Th E3F a2 Al (2.1)00A AAISH
TTE #

dof 3 WS F8l =43 A th. ZEX 22 kernel 42} bandwidth®] & 7A3}ol A

E ( “)

sol” )

+ E(Yo|D =1, P,) %} 5L dXFA % (consistent estimator) o] B} $+H FAdujxe] dntsid vt
MO =2 Local Linear Matching(LLM)©] it} thut oke] A dste] zlol= Yo7}

Y {Yo—a—b(P - P)Y

BE

o
e

o FE H a1 Qlthe Aol of7|A ARSS 7S A= v 2t
Gij Z sz (Pk - Pi)2 — [G”(P] — Pz)] Z le(Pk — PZ)
o kEly kel
W(Z>J) = 2 (28)
> Giy X G (P—P)? — { > Gik(Px — P)
j€lo kelo kely
© 2 DID #A9 uj A (Difference-in-difference Kernel Matching)2] 41-2 o}e] ¢} Zt}.
1 .
DID = o Z {(Ym -Y,..) — | Z W (i, 5)(Yie; — Ym’j)} . (2.9)
i€l1NSp JjeEIgNSp
2.2.4. 9IZAE M (sensitivity analysis) XF7x] A3t w3 YHS 56 2A4E 27 g2 &
o CIA 7142 B8 olo]2 Aolch. BAEA Pt olw 2910l Vo B2 mlH: A7} was
ot FA X)) 7717 (robustness)< HH 7] o] Aot metA 218 FFXT7 F o A=
A0 B o] e FAHXJAAE Lot & 87t Ak 2 FAAANA v 8dE got
B+ AL Erbssin 40 838171+ 1Eﬂ E7Fs sttt weba e olE s A4 ojEE &
of| A w3 glo] Ao u| ]% 291¢] oj= FEJAAE Ichino 5 (2008) 7} A ¥ WHA-& o] &5}
o ghetstarz) sttt WA =98 ©ed] 817] 8] nldE 8.0(U)o] olw=Folgtal 7}y etA}. o] ¢
of 4 (2.2)2) 7440l AN CIA 744o] ofelel A US Eesloket 44D 4 Yok 3.
Yo [[ D2, U)
UE 3EE £ Q7] w2 vnicte] S5 Ay 7 438 ugjste] 24T 5 gl
otelel AR SA0] 4R A gk,
B(Yo|D = 1,2) £ E(Yo|D = 0, 2).

2e e 927l US 2T UokE & US Ba) Aznel vngsel i ae] 438 o

3 AR 4 Arhd thee) Aol 4YF Aolth.

E(Y0|D = 1727 U) = E(YolD = Oa Z7 U)
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QEW US) B4, 3 Ul $2E olol Bk U2 REo) me 174 A% ghel Aol JEAS B
FAA AT E BA3= Aottt o] s W2 Rosenbaum¥} Rubin (1983b)olA AFH A X H
Ut D, Y13} Yo 2AE B8l 2" U E2E o]83he Zlojth webA vl U9 22 W3l w
2 782 3 M3 gl I X = Ul sl 97skA] gvkar 23 o ok o] E AT UY &

2 (piy)ol THEE o] ofehell Ao} Jom A 291 U 79 SR Holekn e
pij =Pr(U=1D=4,Y =352)=Pr(U=1|D =4,Y =), (2.10)

o
U
-

4714 i,j € {0, 1}oIc}. B8 WPE BA4L 98 v} gL 2o £E U(Simulated U)E 5
o o] A9 o ABAS FAN ATT 240 8% SHUSE o] 82 5 gtk

nlE 29 U7} 9217 248 ATTe] 9982 w2tk fisr] 2tk 39 U7 484 vl A
ek A RS et Dol on A 9L v AL AR EolnE & 4 tam = a7
A S8l Pr(Yo = 1|D, Z,U) # Pr(Yo = 1|D, Z)9}+ Pr(D = 1|Z,U) # Pr(D = 1|2)%

o

o

HJ
A

’G r

\__E ‘——'_—I—Al

\_/
O

g wolth. mebd U7k F Bl JFL vATkn seleks ATl FFL o 71AEA ohI| M
Hkol] AALAE & 4 o U2l ol mek AelAee] B Aol o el 2o & 4 9
th webA o] Riel thek /by @ o7t Bestch ol A3 Ut A AU vaPeE L] o
A9 Aol A Saasol olm @ Bl E 4 EE v)d 202 AYAch (Ichino 5, 2008). Z

po1 >poo=Pr(U=1D=0Y=1,2)>Pr(U=1D=0,Y =1,2)
=Pr(Y =1D=0,U=1,2)>Pr(Y =1|D=0,U =0, 2)

Uel o) vjaAce] & FEHT Aegdo] @ gF°l ¥ & ZAol(p > po)The
2} Uk o2l o] 2rhElolof e S HEplE p,y & WA

v S4usol 4TE o BlAEA ohlE ARTE Uk o] AL vAEA
d = po1 — pooZ U7} TEHSF vX= FTFE, s = p1 — po> U7} AFA
(selection effect) S 2 u]dly o}k I F7]7} oj= AX QA= t}29] A8 & =
2718 @] FAAE ofdlsh 2L U AT odds M ol FAA(/INE 23 BE AHE)S
53} A Bk d > 03} 5 > 0olehs ZANA o] 8A 2AH I outcome effecto]w A
selection effect2} 3tc}.

P(Y =1D=0,U=1,2) P(D=1|U=1,2)
F:P(Y:O\D:QU:LZ) A:P(D—O|U_IZ)
T PY=1D=0,U0=0,2)" T PDO=1U=0,2)

P(Y _O\D_OU_O Z) P(D=0|U=0,Z2)
i1°ﬂ st EFQAE F37] YA E U dA4Fes nd
1 o] Y3} calibrationS E3F multiple
7} 9ok & A (2.10)& |83l Uol YH%H MIE Axlsle A
olth. whebA] m(k =1,2,...,m o X ko] @m ATT, 2} 3t3 ATT-
KTT,8 B2zt 7). ol 1%

olW I+ 7t E4+H2(between imputation variance)-2

— 1%( TTk—ATT)

k=1
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I 3.1. standardized difference?} t-testS 0|23t Balance test

o A A | A & Standardized t-test
Label Al vluydd AT v difference ol g A ol 5
(Treat) (Con) (Treat) (Con) WAH A t p-%r t 3 p-%
ex! 0.304 0.419 0.303 0.325 24.0 4.6 —7.39 0.000 —1.15 0.249
AL R 0.666 0.644 0.665 0.654 4.6 2.5 1.44 0.150 0.60 0.547
ok 1}o] 44.1 44.9 44.1 43.9 6.0 1.4 —1.86 0.062 0.34 0.737
ZFAIZE 40.0 43.2 40.0 40.0 22.1 0.0 —6.83  0.000 —0.01 0.990
A 131.2 107.1 130.3 128.5 31.1 2.3 11.35 0.000 0.50 0.618
25383 o3t 0.119 0.168 0.119 0.119 13.9 0.2 —4.20  0.000 0.04 0.965
=3 0.098 0.154 0.099 0.094 16.7 1.2 —4.97 0.000 0.34 0.737
AR st 0.141 0.104 0.140 0.133 11.3 2.2 3.73  0.000 0.52 0.600
of st 0.200 0.140 0.200 0.216 15.9 4.5 5.27 0.000 —1.02 0.309
ojshd oAt 0.208 0.015 0.021 0.024 4.0 2.2 1.34 0.181 —0.49 0.321
1~9% 0.349 0.653 0.350 0.353 63.8 0.7 —20.11 0.000 —0.17 0.865
100~499% 0.067 0.274 0.066 0.083 18.6 8.2 6.83 0.000 —1.60 0.109
5009 o] 0.026 0.012 0.026 0.029 10.0 1.9 3.61 0.000 —0.40 0.692
Folgl 2 F¢ 0.009 0.028 0.009 0.009 14.1 0.2 —3.86  0.000 0.07 0.941
AzY 0.050 0.133 0.050 0.049 29.1 0.4 —8.13  0.000 0.14 0.889
A4 0.041 0.132 0.041 0.041 32.8 0.1 —8.98 0.000 0.04 0.966
A4y 0.158 0.157 0.158 0.150 0.3 2.2 0.08 0.936 0.53 0.594
<54 0.034 0.255 0.034 0.031 5.1 1.7 1.68 0.093 0.40 0.687
Zuk oA AREA 0.041 0.168 0.011 0.043 42.6 0.7 —11.46 0.000 —0.27 0.789
24 2 HIEY 0.179 0.022 0.177 0.185 54.1 2.8 23.85 0.000 —0.51 0.608
Hgak-do-
0.035 0.038 0.035 0.036 1.7 0.6 —0.53 0.598 —0.16 0.876

AR AY
AHAA DT BA-

8 A ] ] 0.264 0.163 0.264 0.271 24.6 1.7 8.25 0.000 —0.37 0.709
2.5 74l

H] 29 0.005 0.002 0.005 0.003 4.6 3.4 1.66 0.098 0.80 0.426
AR} 0.142 0.991 0.172 0.177 21.3 1.4 7.29 0.000 —0.30 0.764
AR F AR 0.065 0.074 0.065 0.070 3.5 2.1 —1.07 0.286 —0.51 0.612
AR A FE AR} 0.148 0.152 0.128 0.118 7.0 2.9 —2.15 0.031 0.75 0.452
o E ALz} 0.298 0.121 0.297 0.302 44.7 1.2 15.91 0.000 —0.26 0.796
=g o] Y ArAE 0.059 0.138 0.059 0.059 26.7 0.1 —7.57 0.000 0.04 0.966
7159 AR 0.048 0.075 0.048 0.047 11.0 0.7 —3.27 0.001 0.21 0.836
27 9 29 0.222 0.332 0.222 0.221 24.7 0.3 —7.50 0.000 0.08 0.940
ojt}.

ol & ATTS % 244 the3t 2ok

£ 318 FAFoIAS vgelazte] EAFe] ANE LA A BLW HBAS F4o AT
WP WSES o R MRSA WY Y A8 A% F WSS 7 Aol HolFu gk,

o] Eol A= vl Fol THY ol BFL Aol 7} YA
AT} ttest 5 717 S AL WA AR} A
~EoA AT 3 2001479 AolE B (> [20)) F %

E Yol 7] 93 standardized difference "}
Rosenbaum®} Rubin (1985)¢] w2 o] H]
A7) o] xpol7F EAshe 2R Hil
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¥ 3.2. Panel 1 AI2E 0|25 WXzt

uf %] =} A7) 08 A ) A3} Treat Con Diff S.E T stat.
AF(THd) 290.0 276.8 13.2 3.17 4.17
AFA B-A 2.2 -1.7 3.9 1.242 3.12
A A4 0.992 0.979 0.013 0.308 4.26
LLR AF(9Hd) 137.4 130.5 6.9 3.004 2.27
v Q2 B-A 7.1 1.5 5.5 1.495 3.71
AFA A 0.103 0.060 0.042 0.012 4.06
AF(Td) 267.0 254.3 12.7 3.482 3.64
A3 B-A 5.1 —0.2 5.3 1.426 3.72
NNM: A A5 0.991 0.977 0.015 0.004 3.94
K(10) DEIC)) 118.2 112.7 5.5 3.190 1,72
B A=A B-A 9.7 4.6 5.1 1.513 3.39
A A 25 0.126 0.062 0.064 0.014 4.06

Stk wiF Ao Mess Hul A9 BE wese] AAdd vuyuzte] Aol7k 24k &S
& ik 2 i $o o AT 2 B WEE B BE wsdlA S JErie) Aozt ot
€ 3% 2] ofElws & 5 Avk e B9 WA Holle FA nlgol AT 30.4%,
Hl WA 41.9% A0 mi A Foll= 30.3%9} 32.5% = 1 2fo] 7} Bls] 2 vk, Aol A& vl
A Aol F ke FE3kd A= Aol 4.64 out Wi Folls HEskd A” Ael7h 254 &
olgflon, o5 AE Wi A sEESkE Aol 22.101A % WY Foll= 0.02% 93] Sol5il 9l
ok oleh el v Foll= F Ad 7] gl M2 A% AL & 9ol F Hdo] A2 547
A AL AT it

R

A2 ARt T2 HF A2 T (ATT; Average effect of treatment on the Treated)S
%‘ o] skl LLR ¥4)s o]&sto] 4% d3s =% - 3. 2Z S Asjxz Uixi Panel 19]A]&
— 1710 At AolgE Agke] Q1o
& Aoz yepia gk A7 A58

o &
o
foi
r
ko
rﬁ
rr

of
E
o
n&
¢
O
1)
(o3
>
>
i
2
e
S
—
w
[\]
o
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FAFARTL n iz B} 1.3% o A Uebdch b

A HATAAS APl FAG WEo A WAL ARAM 69Tl o0 ol A2l dd 7
Fom 5% AEe] Beh B 4 vk A A% B vl ML} 42% B AL AT 4 9

ot 7 HA v WAl NNMe| K(10) e 2aoie A4 - Fojzke vzt 47
oA 12.779He] EFE HoFa glom HF ARrg2 1.5%E L‘rE}ﬁ"/} v Aol A AFET=
557, AR A8 FEL 6.4% =2 249 LLRY 4.2% Xt} o =2 A2 & 4 Ut} Before-After
WAE %%UJ i Al B-A A NA = A2 AR dZEI= 39‘_%01]/3 5.37H Ak
olof EAstar glom vAHFALY dFEIE o] Bt @2 5.1~5.57Hd Atoe] glof w29 AF
7L A 9FEAE T A Vehta gl

Panel 1 At5E 7[R LLR WAlgto g A3 AHEAS 3 =35 BA FH-Hof Fojst 7§
A ZEAE] v tel vls] dFellA oF 10.779HE 9] F-9 U] gt Qo] BEHE HojF 9o
A A FE2 10% F5FolA o 0.6%2] nu|gt 235 BojF1 gt Wl v A F3] ‘E“é
2= AFOA 9 Qe 2FE #AT 5 oy AR A FEAAE 6.9% 9H A
T 7L PSS AT stk T AA4Y Aode dFF AR E {4 FEAX

o
OD
ﬂI

=z
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i 3.3. Panel 1 At2E 0|88 dY¥ HIZ A
Z

Adl: LLR A7) 12 AHE) A3} Treat Con Diff S.E T stat.
A= (W) 325.4 314.7 10.7 3.96 2.70
A3 B-A 1.7 -2.1 3.9 1.738 2.22
g ARG 0.994 0.987 0.006 0.003 1.89
AF (W) 166.2 165.1 1.0 5.85 0.17
IR B-A 9.1 6.7 2.4 2.669 0.88
A AAE 0.133 0.064 0.069 0.020 3.50
A= (W) 217.5 205.7 11.7 3.69 3.18
AFA B-A 3.1 -2.8 6.0 1.520 3.93
o7 RAFA G2 0.990 0.968 0.022 0.007 3.34
A () 123.9 114.0 10.0 3.17 3.13
CIRERTEY B-A 6.5 —0.21 6.7 1.706 3.93
A A8 0.898 0.059 0.031 0.012 2.51

Ffl

3.4. Panel 3 AI22 0|2%t WXl

o & = A7) LA E) A3} Treat Con Diff S.E T stat.
A () 300.3 285.1 15.2 3.8 3.99
AF3A B-A 26.3 13.6 12.7 2.2 5.73
A AFATA 0.986 0.963 0.023 0.005 4.34
LLR AF () 142.9 130.4 12.5 3.97 3.15
H A2 B-A 15.6 3.6 12.0 2.5 4.86
A4 AR 0.238 0.127 0.112 0.019 5.76
AF(WHd) 275.7 254.9 20.8 4.8 4.35
A3 B-A 26.3 13.6 12.7 2.22 5.73
NNM: AFA A 0.981 0.954 0.027 0.007 3.93
K(10) AZ () 120.7 111.0 9.7 4.4 2.22
IR R B-A 15.4 8.4 7.0 2.6 2.7
A A3 0.303 0.136 0.168 0.027 6.19

T s £ 29E 7R Qe AS & 5 Aok 2y uiRFAAY] AqrE A% EL
4 ot F o) o] W 3.1%E HoFa ok 4 AIRE 1do® 33t % 348 Bk AAA
2 2o ARz TdEH= ] G AN A 2+ 15.2~20.8THA T} 2.3~2.7%2] {2 W]
ol a8 HoFw Qo). vAFE A FHaHE dF0] 9.7~12.50Y, AFE A s
11.2~16.8% = Ve 9Tt

LLR #Aute g 43 Y FH47E % 358 BW @2 A2 2229 JFaIE 16.174,
Bt fA 7FsA8E LT%E Yeigth WA 22k 47 18.61hd, 15.5%0It. & 3.29} 3
340X FEY BAF AL FARRE RS 7L Qe & 5 Atk ok o] B3] TP 2 Aol
= T4 a7t ASH AR JIFE, AES E?Oﬂﬁi A vehta drke Zlolth. o]x ¥ Panel
3% o] &3 & 3.49} & 357} Panel 1 B} 52 £X5 HoFe 22 < 590l wet vepd
Al ERE B Aok dF%E 67019 = © 11”01] et A7 Aol wdE Zoz Hojw HqF
AsE a9 JPsA o] ol Ao AdHrt = Panel 12 T8 T A 7)7ko] 670Q w]wko] A wk

Panel 22} Panel 32 ] 1d7}A]9] 717+& & 46]—"! Q1 7] wjFo|t}.
wreba] AIZRe] WSS FAISH AEjellA ] WEE A} g Ao & 3.6t o] By FHE 2
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o
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i 8.5. Panel 1 AI2E 0|2¢H MY HAZxelEt
Adl: LLR A7) 08 A ) A3} Treat Con Diff S.E T stat.
A= () 334.0 317.9 16.1 4.78 3.37
A3 B-A 30.5 15.2 15.3 2.37 6.46
Ay 7282 0.988 0.971 0.017 0.006 2.92
AF(vHg) 167.2 148.7 18.6 7.04 2.64
H] g 4 B-A 21.3 4.0 17.3 4.51 3.83
AFA A 0.332 0.177 0.155 0.035 4.44
AF(TH) 226.9 212.1 14.8 4.95 2.99
AR B-A 16.7 9.7 7.0 2.14 3.27
a4 AF AL 0.981 0.945 0.035 0.012 3.02
A= () 127.1 115.3 11.8 3.82 3.10
H A2 B-A 13.9 1.2 12.7 2.41 5.27
A A8 0.201 0.122 0.080 0.023 3.50
E 3.6. DID 24|12 0|25 U39 B Aelant
(T -1)7 (1)7]
MEAN S.E P MEAN S.E P
u] 3Fe] H(A) 18.930 0.171 0.000 19.209 0.171 0.000
Panel 1 7o 2H(B) 4.644 0.376 0.000 4.719 0.376 0.000
H) A2 B-A —14.286 0.413 0.000 —14.190 0.413 0.000
DID —0.204 0.584 0.727
u] 3Fe] H(A) 9.429 0.036 0.000 9.458 0.039 0.000
Panel 1 7o 2H(B) 5.527 0.039 0.000 5.542 0.039 0.000
AR B-A —3.902 0.053 0.000 —3.917 0.053 0.000
DID —0.015 0.075 0.841
u] o] H(A) 17.034 0.172 0.000 17.301 0.172 0.000
Panel 2 2+ 21(B) 4.636 0.359 0.000 4.753 0.359 0.000
H) A 72 B-A —12.398 0.368 0.000 —12.549 0.398 0.000
DID —0.151 0.563 0.789
u] o] 2H(A) 9.218 0.044 0.000 9.310 0.044 0.000
Panel 2 o] A(B) 5.491 0.048 0.000 5.578 0.048 0.000
A=A B-A —3.727 0.065 0.000 —3.733 0.065 0.000
DID —0.006 0.092 0.951
u] o] 2H(A) 16.517 0.180 0.000 16.781 0.180 0.000
Panel 3 2o 2H(B) 4.655 0.367 0.000 4.775 0.367 0.000
0 A -2 B-A —11.962 0.409 0.000 —12.005 0.409 0.000
DID —0.143 0.578 0.805
n] o] 2H(A) 9.182 0.044 0.000 9.287 0.044 0.000
Panel 3 o] Z(B) 5.496 0.047 0.000 5.583 0.047 0.000
AR B-A —3.686 0.065 0.000 —3.704 0.065 0.000
DID —0.018 0.092 0.842

A jE7) k2 Abere] ERGA(T — 17]) 4ZF zpolel T7oA F Jzke] dFAte] WS o]
£} o]F A7H(Difference-in-Difference) ®41& 74l wj Aol A&t =438t Ajelrt. o] B 7
AL QoA AFSt o] 28} Ashenfelter’s dip2] EA|E |2 4~ Uth= ZAojt}. Ashenfelter’s dip©]
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S AR 9Fe] AL AFEALE FAS B ATl Qo] FdolF T JFEAE 2

. el $A5)E Gag wach et 2o BA 408 $UA% Fol AR08 A §

d E3E RS W TARY TAS B A A S A IR wA £

71 ol Ase 2des A% A3 Eﬂ%— F437) olgth. el B-A BAoA Hrlte 9
4wt

oA ©f 2A O‘JEJJJ} el o= Helt) o]#dt
o]gsto] F43 A7t & 3.60t.
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WA gre Alge] o] FAL W Agtur) 4 :
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UHE B4 o5 siAst7] Al mldE 2Qleoeta Aold USt U #x5 Z2Adks pi; 7t AA
FHor e FATHCR ofudt oul7t Ql=AE doHE davt vk mAE 2<% U 7HlA
A 2ARE Qe olE] 7HA 29 F 22F QA ulolA s (ability) o2t & 5 e Aotk &
de i 2 58, B Fde U2 ¥ Y € Y, Ex T Hg 5 7Y 52 vtk w
2bAl 289 AARAAE pi; T puS THE TS Aol Sd Ee Vg0l STkt AtAer HY
S 5ol Aok po> THS Lol S¥lo] FAHIAN At or HYsHA] X FEo] Aot o
o] Bx U7} olMgog AFE FRo} A, &8 So 95 93 (calibrated confounder)g ¥h= il
AR 2R Relth. Uzt o dt 38+S v X< &k 7448 A3H(no confounder) oA 3772
2% P %oﬂ &k 715 24 2] (baseline ATT)= 4.4%o]th. ¥do] @2 QQlo] YA A3}
VAL 43702 AL . 28 U} 9, B 22 85 AT Aol /PR 0%

2 ZTHE e Aleto] AR o g Ase FE

calibrationg 3 FH3Ack. A48 F% pri2 0.57 )
o] 57%, Td< WYY H P2 sHAl 2 &Eo] 68% 7} Hojof njEE 22 U7} 1] 2 + 3o
U7} A3l mAle @R ofE Aefdde] HeAd ¥ 2 42 vAe Aoz eyt = 4
e glo] WA glojeta 7Pgstd A T A Hrks d Fol R (Al o & %
= PRk A 4 ok @ 2" ATT+ 4.3%2 ol 71 F4X9 0.1%p Afol& Ko
2 9wl U7k E9Aole AR Aol e 232k FA% gholw] ol FAROZE §o
sty U7F 23l wAle 2400] 718 8 #2823 AFFASoE Yeigon detEd) 4 892
Aol Abddel fARE 2712 g v e & 5 Aok
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B

i 3.7, g dEo tigt 8% 24-Panel 1

Fraction U =1 Outcome Selection
by treatment/outcome Effect Effect ATT S.E
P11 P10 Po1 P00 r A

No confounder 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 - - 0.044 0.013

Neutral confounder 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 1.017 0.996 0.043 0.015
Confounder like:

AEFE 0.57 0.68 0.61 0.65 0.862 1.093 0.043 0.015

4 0.39  0.29 045 0.42 1.124 0.604 0.044  0.016

A== 0.41 0.42 0.41 0.42 0.964 1.009 0.043 0.015

AEHE 0.22 0.13 0.18 0.10 1.956 1.418 0.041 0.015

== 0.20 0.20 0.21 0.14 1.738 1.541 0.040 0.015

A2 0.09 0.06 0.15 0.07 2.426 0.865 0.044 0.015

71549 0.07 0.06 0.11 0.14 0.767 0.395 0.042 0.015

i 3.8. UZ0l thet 21U E 24)-Panel 1
Fraction U = 1 Outcome Selection
by treatment/outcome Effect Effect ATT S.E
P11 P10 Po1 P00 r A

No confounder 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 - - 11.550 4.093
Neutral confounder 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 1.003 0.998 0.235 4.927

Confounder like:
AERE 0.66 0.67 0.65 0.64 1.035 1.111 8.048  4.766
4 0.38 0.20 0.59 0.27 3.859 0.557 8.879 5.076
s 0.46 0.37 0.47 0.37 1.491 0.968 8.389 4.752
AEY= 0.16 0.12 0.13 0.08 1.696 1.379 8.681 4.743
= 0.24 0.15 0.17 0.12 1.546 1.494 8.100 4.936
AL 2] 0.05 0.08 0.08 0.07 1.208 0.896 9.789 4.567
7154 0.09 0.01 021 0.07 3.473 0.358 9.944  4.843

(

of
¥

e HEAET 22 T Ur JAdgdd oA Ajaez o gAsr o &
—% vXe Zo® Vet 283 gl Yol UE 1ed uf ATT+ o] A4 A% ek
Uoll 48] 93-S vk AL & 5 9tk & 3.794 ATTE U9 d&Fo] gAY =3F o)k 783
< wie} E 2ol 7t A UERER R & 3.89A4E FAAlE 1.6904 BAE 357X AtolE HojEil gl
o] A& FHXA o3l sl U7} 433 A4 As & 5 Ark
I o]#st A= BE F A4S B ASAE 22 U= AFS HoET 9t}
T2 A% 7FeAE 197 ALHew AFS g 39 Fee @T‘Fﬂ AT AFell 9}
Gl wet ATT7F ZA v A ek Qlol-Ata A2 ddf fes Ao 0.012%p, &
1.8028- U7} Ao 24 PR @oloz 22317 4= AL & 4 9t} Uol wet 7|22A %9
Aol Fhdge] Q43S nAttd v ATTY Fke] 0¢] Htpd U9 43FYL olu A& FHolok &
7k B U7 uAle Q3FF ATT ol 00] 57] flafix« A o] S5l tigh -9 53t
9] ZFel(d = po1 — poo)°ll 71YsH= ZAAA] ol AR = JAEe FEAC)(s = p1 — po) Y
A& dotE Fart Atk o]F LotR7] fMAE pu — pod Aole AFRNF SR 1H FOoE T
A3l -7 dE 0.12 THEL(Z outcome EFE TAHT A)- s2 0.15E]~0.5712] ] 2ol
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I 3.9. ATT FHR|JI 00| &7 #lof 2st Uo st (H 72! ¥H4: Panel 1)
0

s=0.1 s=0.2 s=0.3 s=04 s=0.5
Aef14,1.6) A€[22,23] A€[34,36] A€[5.9,6.35 A€[9.2,9.7]

d—01 I e [1.5,1.9 0.040 0.038 0.035 0.029 0.024
(0.016) (0.016) (0.017) (0.019) (0.022)

d=02 T ec[2328 0.039 0.033 0.027 0.016 0.011
(0.016) (0.016) (0.017) 0.020 (0.023)

d=03 T e[3544] 0.036 0.028 0.020 0.000 —0.011
(0.016) (0.017) (0.018) (0.022) (0.026)

d=04 Te[5681] 0.034 0.025 0.014 —0.009 —0.025
’ (0.016) (0.017) (0.019) (0.023) (0.027)

d=05 T €95 120] 0.031 0.020 0.004 —0.025 —0.041
’ (0.016) (0.017) (0.019) (0.023) (0.027)

wE ATTY ZH(AFA" s8o] JFFeS AA 71Fel wE ATTY ) Hsel g & 012
13} (Z selection EIE 1A A|) dE 0.15E~0.571A]2] Zpolo w2 ATTE] Zh(vlm e
Aol s#le] FFYE AR 7|70 wE ATTY h] W3lE FA4sirh olstollA+= AW AAL
Panel 19] 77 of3 W] g US] Qo] ol A AARS LAHAT T 3904 Rl
ATT o] E52 ol (killing), Z ATT gto] 00] 5= AES d7} 033 57} 0.47} 5= AaFele
& 2= 9t} o= outcome TIE FeF = I'ah AhAle] g310 A= Uo] ggko] Zhzh 4 3.5~4.4,
5.9~6.44] o]AFQl =St Aol Hojof 7|& ATT o 374 Fro] AFAA Hi A=S & F ATt o
&t A3= Ichino 5 (2008)9] AT = FAMS AFet ehzlch i dF2] A9= o9 FASE 23}
2 et (22 A6).

=

4. 72

WA 22AE A AQEANT BYY AL A 2AE A= Bestn 40w 7]
& %09 P4 oA AHAE e Btk B A0l AR AL Aol te Py o
AQFA B3 5 Yt TEATL RN AASESE “ZY 0] Yojurhd ok FHHoR &
791 g BeE oA H 1 Frhe) AAAR seke 4s FolSA B Aotk w A 22
o AT mE ARAANLS ﬂm 7193 =] AR AN o9} BAY 4% FAS A
o glol B7ke 493 Fasith AA ARSI Yt Fdol Al BLHOR o] Rl A1 YT = 37
=A0) $g5H A9E A3 Al B FEA Bk ST M olHE B Foluuz
Ao o =2 BAolth 53 wEsA g PHE Bl WATFAY FARAE 248 27 A7
A AYSAAE FAL A7A ANAL A SAFSHS $ Y% S0 A= GFY Aol 2
ARAD 4 P Ao e gom uBTE AelAt dFRrke A7E ARIES Folt 7
o= Uehtm grk. Qubdoz B u) £ 0e nATA Aol QFEAS Uehtn QAw £
FolA9} v ol Ate] Feold UL Tejd DID B4 5o 2 o AFEIE Rl AoT Ve
th S 24 AolA BUHOR BAY S g nBF 8L TS APE BN dFH Bt
4 A% P54 197 ASH0s BAS Y 39 29 BT 298 28 24 gL Aow 1}
B £% ge) AL oln A= Hue Aoz BATh =9 U] YL I JuaE 29
AZ thro] HeLe W= nhazbx el Ao ek,
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e
T A.1. Panel 2 AL2Z 0|25 WaZA2lE
Ad A7 18 A3 Treated Control Diff S.E T stat.
A2 () 299.0 282.8 16.2 3.8 4.27
AF3A B-A 25.9 12.6 13.3 1.74 7.90
AF A2 0.983 0.954 0.029 0.006 4.98
LLR
AF () 140.0 124.8 15.2 3.6 4.23
H A3 B-A 15.8 2.3 13.6 2.3 5.88
AR A% 0.237 0.123 0.114 0.018 6.48
AF(Td) 274.1 247.0 27.1 4.6 5.90
AF32 B-A 26.6 12.1 14.5 2.2 6.61
AFA A 0.983 0.932 0.051 0.005 10.93
K(10) AF(9Hd) 121.2 110.6 10.6 3.8 2.77
H] A2 B-A 16.4 7.5 8.9 2.5 3.60
A A g 0.264 0.128 0.136 0.024 5.74
H A.2. Panel 2 A2 E 0|2ct Y "HIE X2
A A7) 18 A3 Treated Control Diff S.E T stat.
AF(7Hd) 333.1 361.3 16.8 4.75 3.55
AR B-A 30.4 14.4 16.0 2.37 6.74
g AtAFA 0.987 0.966 0.021 0.006 3.28
AF(Hd) 165.4 145.2 20.3 6.34 3.19
CIRCRTEy B-A 22.4 4.8 17.6 4.25 4.14
AR 0.318 0.152 0.166 0.031 5.27
AF(THd) 225.3 209.9 15.4 4.84 3.17
A3 B-A 16.2 8.0 8.2 2.17 3.77
a7 AFA G 0.977 0.928 0.048 0.013 3.77
AF(WHd) 124.4 111.2 13.2 3.59 3.67
B A=A B-A 13.2 0.8 12.4 2.33 5.31
A2 A 2 0.201 0.116 0.085 0.021 4.02
= A.3. DIDE 0|85t 2lZo| MY HZHe| 51
G2k o 2}
MEAN S.E p MEAN S.E p
Pancl 1 H] A2 —0.204 0.584 0.727 —0.075 0.425 0.859
A2 —0.011 0.105 0.917 —0.011 0.104 0.914
Panel 2 H] A3 —0.256 1.238 0.836 —0.136 0.573 0.813
A3 —0.006 0.136 0.964 —0.003 0.124 0.979
Pancl 3 v A 72 —0.303 1.237 0.807 —0.139 0.618 0.822
AF3A —0.019 0.135 0.890 —0.018 0.121 0.884
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Fraction U =1 Outcome Selection
by treatment/outcome Effect Effect ATT S.E
P11 P10 Po1 P00 r A
No confounder 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 - - 0.119 0.023
Neutral confounder 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.999 1.011 0.110 0.027
Confounder like:
AEFF 0.59 0.69 0.66 0.67 0.961 1.003 0.109 0.027
k! 0.42 0.27 043 041 1.091 0.655 0.110  0.027
A== 0.43 0.42 0.44 0.42 1.062 0.995 0.110 0.027
AEHE 0.18 0.12 0.13 0.09 1.380 1.472 0.111 0.026
= 0.19 0.20 0.19 0.12 1.705 1.675 0.108 0.028
A2 0.14 0.06 0.14 0.06 2.428 1.099 0.109 0.027
71549 0.08 0.04 0.08 0.14 0.500 0.335 0.107 0.027
2 A.5. 2300 Chst 2L S 24-Panel 3
Fraction U =1 Outcome Selection
by treatment/outcome Effect Effect ATT S.E
P11 P10 po1 D00 r A
No confounder 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 - - 13.398 5.260
Neutral confounder 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 1.006 0.996 13.226 5.641
Confounder like:
AEHF 0.63 0.72 0.66 0.68 0.925 1.012 13.200  5.761
3 037 022 0.61 0.25 4.672 0.610 15.200  6.144
aIE 0.46 0.37 0.48 0.38 1.506 0.988 13.467 5.722
AEUE 0.16 0.10 0.13 0.07 2.059 1.402 13.653 5.955
= 0.26 0.12 0.17 0.10 1.763 1.620 13.009 5.896
AL 2] 0.09 0.06 0.08 0.07 1.170 1.076 12.559 5.756
714 0.07 0.01 0.21 0.07 3.493 0.295 14.098 6.154
2 A.6. ATT FHX[J} 00| &7] floll Z2est U] dskzl(Az H4: Panel 1)
s=0.1 s=0.2 s=20.3 s=0.4 s=10.5
Ae[1.4,17] Ae[22,27 Ac[34,41] A€[56,65 Aec[9.511]
7.493 6.573 4.961 4.467 4.185
d=0.1 T €[1.4,1.9]
(4.865) (5.135) (5.651) (5.942) (6.145)
d=0.2 I e [2.1,3.6] 7.285 6.365 4.723 2.223 1.245
(4.782) (5.091) (5.309) (5.740) (5.754)
d=023 re [3.6 4.4] 7.429 5.145 3.729 2.386 0.901
’ (4.736) (5.177) (5.143) (5.419) (5.502)
de 04 re 51,82 7.205 4.817 3.642 —0.126 —1.966
(4.883) (5.063) (5.093) (5.222) (5.865)
d=05 T €[8.517.0) 6.718 5.083 3.444 0.604 —5.672
(4.839) (4.811) (5.167) (5.153) (5.475)




180 0l

0z

B

QuE, 28(2010). A4EA YA B AABFATEA T FHOE, <HHANLAT>, 32, 2753,
AEZ (2000). WAFAY AQED o] AElg A3, <ulAFA BA FRAT>, FHANLATL, 221250,
P. T. (2004). On the Returns to Training in Portugal, IZA, Discussion Paper No.
1429.

Francis, G. (2000). The impact Of company human resources polices on social skills: Implications for training
sponsorship, quit rates and efficiency wages, Scottish Journal Of Political Economy, 47, 251-272.
Heckman, J., Ichimura, H. and Todd, P. (1997). Matching as an econometric evaluation estimator: Evidence

from evaluating a job training programme, The Review of Economic Studies, 64, 605—654.
Holzer, H. J., Block, R, N., Cheathan, M. and Knott, J. H. (1993). Are training subsidies for firms effective?
The Michigan experience, Industrial and Labor Relations Review, 46, 625—636.

Ichino, A., Mealli, F. and Nannicini, T. (2008). From temporary help jobs to permanent employment: What
can we learn from matching estimators and their sensitivity?, Journal of Applied Econometrics, 23,
305-327.

Krueger, A. and Rouse, C. (1998). The effect of workplace education on earnings, turnover, and job perfor-
mance, Journal of Labor Economics, 16, 61-94.

Lechner, M. (2002). Program heterogeneity and propensity score matching: An application to the evaluation
of active labor market policies, Review of Economics and Statistics, 84, 205—220.

Pischke, J.-S. (2001). Continuous training in Germany, Journal of Population Economics, 14, 523-548.

Rosenbaum, P. and Rubin, D. (1983a). The central role of the propensity score in observational studies for
causal effects, Biometrika, 70, 41-55.

Rosenbaum, P. and Rubin, D. (1983b). Assessing sensitivity to an unobserved binary covariate in an obser-
vational study with binary outcome, Journal of the Royal Statistical Society Series B, 45, 212—-218.

Rosenbaum, P. and Rubin, D. (1985). Constructing a control group using multivariate matched sampling
methods that incorporate the propensity score, American Statistician, 3, 33—-38.

Smith, J. and Todd, P. (2005). Does matching overcome Lalonde’s critique of nonexperimental estimators?,
Journal of Econometrics, 125, 305-353.



T 24 181

Estimation and Sensitivity Analysis on the Effect
of Job Training for Non-Regular Employees

Lee Sangjun!

!Korea Research Institute for Vocational Education & Training

(Received October 27, 2011; Revised November 17, 2011; Accepted January 18, 2012)

Abstract

This paper studies the effect of job training for non-regular employees in the Korea labor market. Using
an economically active population data set of statistics Korea, we apply a non-parametric matching and
sensitivity analysis method to measure the effect of the training for non-regular employees and to look for
the impact of an unobservable variable or confounding factor in regards to the selection effect and outcome
effect. In the our empirical results, we conclude that the effect of the training for non-regular employees has
a better employment effect for getting a regular job rather than a wage effect; in addition, the impact of
unobservable variables or confounding factors do not exercise a statistically strong influence on the baseline
ATT.

Keywords: Matching, non-regular or temporary job, training effect, sensitivity analysis, confoundedness.
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