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B DIRIRIEDON R M OTERE & i L) & X2, FIBE~OEIEAEIN M Thh
TELT (BDHWE, BUEMICAFIRE), MITRHCINEEOREENREL 2255035
5. b L, BEABGZIEMT D ENTEUL (F720F, BERIC L 0 IREIRIC
WENHLHLEZONDLIRA (FERT) ICOWTHBONRT U 2252 ERTEN
X)), EREICHERELSEOBEBEERAZITY 2N TX S, 270, EBIEAE NN ZIT-> T
ROVEAITE, B SN RRNA - BB SIS R MR 0 23349 D AREMEN
HY, TNEFE L ECHRITE2ERT 208N H 5. EREICIE, BEEEDOEVE
FITIXIRE A 3, BIEE OIRWEFIZITIERE B DE SN AH5E TlE, TBEEZOERE
B L 7- & XTI A BEOBRFIZHOVWTH &b EEEEREGVEAICH D = &
NIESERICEELZEZTLEILEWVWI ZETHD. TD LD RGADOILEEDTIEIC
VX, BRSO BT 70 E DT M T D 2 L 38, U4, Rosenbaum and
Rubin(1983)iZ & » THRAUNTIRERE SN-MH\ A a2 T HHTEDRI AN E £ > T\ 5. AElT,
MAEL BT 2T > CWNWT —% (Z 2T, BT —% LIES) I3 2Tz
T, FIE A =2 7 RN OF) T IELIEME OB ORBEIZ DWW TRETT 5.
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{7 A =27 (Propensity score) & 1%, Bl S HWEEBEX 25K LizEE2D, HDHIA
B Z(=0,1)~EI 0 YT HNDHMEREPEZ=1X=X)TdH 5. EBEITITEDOHERIIRMTH D
e, IR VAT 4 vV EIRICEVHEET H. ZORE SNTBEIMA 27 25
K+L LT, v~ v F o 70BN, & 250 I3dniotrs i X v iREM O 3N
R2h F(causal effect)) ZHEE 92 FIENEB A 2 T[] TH D, A AT TIZL 5
HILEOFRIZONWTE, Bl 2E, HEENSE O L2GA A= 7 &) 1IRIE ET
~ o F U RN E TED L WIHIRENRDH Y, T, REELISEELOBEGRE A
BETMMET DXL b IERELEIV Y CE2ET MMET D HNES TET VOREEIC
HEETH D &S TWB[2].

[ A 27 % T MAT T, JEEAE D Y THThN T2 WA IZ B IR R %
HEETDHZ L ZAREICT D, 72771, a7 2 Hn T+ 2RSS LT T
< MR T & A%V 24T (Strongly ignorable treatment assignment) ] SefE3d 5 Z &, fEH|H
AT NRT w7 A a7 (Balancing score) DMEEL Al 72 LTV D BN H 1, EER
DIENT TIZT NS DN SN TV DEINEHERT L ENEE L 5.
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