SRS
EEBE T (99/11) > pp.103-134

LRI SR A L R
[ Bkl e HL s sl i) < FEA]

(AL E)

AEAE T R E A8 R 5 AR Rk A R o AR
B EAT R R AR ZTVRT o B LB A MR 0 ARAE T R
ARA R RIRAE o LR APTE [ A EM ] (endogeneity) * & &
F 3 AR BOE R B o — R AT AR AE 69 5 BAE A (parametric
models) * A H AR KA » 25 # 5 R TR XA EHS
HFBEL L o o R T TR EHGEFSBEBELT > ATATE
R s AZAE G A S AT AL E F G AL B AT R A 891 0 3B Manski #9
#& & $ By 31 3k 7] % (nonparametric partial identification) & & i@ & > A &
AR AR BE ) BT RATRBRENEE RALHNALEE
BB E > KR EERIMOMATLENL LA THEE TTH
WAL 3 e B H LT R R B F IR o

AXH TREFTRHREEAR | (counterfactual model of causality) 87 4
JE o VAT AR B B 88 9 4% B35 > 3RS Manski 89 B BGR D & 0 AR AEE
EHRER TFHRARME] L ETRGMAE > 22008 F2E5ERE
BREZEBRZIEZHEIREZIFZEIFEAN  KEERINEERAAS

MR R F AT [543 20E ] (contamination effect) °

B4gw : ARYRw ~ ARMERAE - BERS - REEH ~ 7 RBE

C B S BUEREHERIR S MR APREERM R F CESBH R B © E-mail: chihuang@nccu.edu.
tW o
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DT SR B % 2 A1 E A S Bl | 3 ek R R JR it sy R FER B 5% v B A5 00 R R4 e
AR PR o 0 A 3 S0 R SR HE B o LA 1975 4F Deming {45 HT = TEF(L 2 92K R
(Evaluation is a study of causes)| (Deming 1975)  JEHE{R i B « 25 AH B M 7R A0k 5 e o 8
BCHIEBUR )T BTN o ST 37 BT BT FH AL R BUBOR PG A » TR ELA A 45
(K[54 (confounders) FT3gi B : WAL EET » S BT KIFI SR 2 [ B G JE B (spurious) »
DIRBRI B SE B

TERIR ARG 7% b - THiGE ) PR RS E A A - (HE I AN TR 28 E - PRIF=Z
AR ECE ) 2 AHE FE RS (random) FEZE » WEIR S AHAE S T AR HSAHE » & HIDCIEMH N 2 2
[FIBR T aml » (A 5aRE o GIAITER G BUR FAEMSE R T AT BN - 2 8z @l
HHIREHE > RS =2 K ANEER N amBhad € i 7 R RCER X [RERA]
REH 0] H CEFE (self-select) K 3ZAlllE A A LIFRET] LRIIAEE » RIE#R &R HETF R
R eRe )T BRI R MIERREINE BURRCR - #1522 T A SZ AR A2 3IE
FEA o ACEPEE - & DB ERRENT7 2 0TRCR  MEGECRE mAH ATERRENBran < AT
TAERESIERE L N Z R M A E (equivalent) » Z &2 CHIIE FHE ThEAK - FMMA HEHE
PrEMATRER) THRIFIN » HEGRPRIRAN T A5 AT R > I RAERF Y - tAE
AT HOHRHRA T R ] RS R o) B AR B 72 52 > UBRORBRIR 3% (RIES W e
A HCAth R 5 Re it A KR 2E 7 NEIRIHIRE - Mg e 3R thidah 7R 8252 > fid
PRI B SR TR RS2 B AR 3R 188 > B0 vE a8 -

it G RFERHIRFFEEL A ~ BT - AT H & MR EERERR MR 7R S R A&
FH o TAAZEANRE TEIZER5T ] (observational study) #EAmAISE o DIERZH 21T IR SR HEim <
Pt DUBRTE: > RS AES S 2R LB 25 - AT AR AR R A ERIRT AR 2 TR A S ERT 52
W@ fad TWIAITE ] (endogeneity) » 3& HeFF IR SR RS A E o

ARG ER Bz g » DUEREEUEE0ER B (nonparametric partial identification)
TR HEER AR B 735 o 200 ZHRUTT ¢ SRECE ST G IR R A am i R B B R i 7T
HeamisH PIRIRRE » #2635 55 2 1 DU SR W) i B 23 > AT Manski £2 10 B
ALK Rl - B R B AR BB A TR R ) T IR BAI(E
F s SRERARHITER 2008 - VL 2@ B ] -t il G e 4 It bk 37 22 ) HL U AR AR A TR A
RRUE + mere s B/ G
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A\ - RISRHEERAYRERE - EEEHIEERRIRRE

MAHSREZE ) (method of difference, BGEERS 725 L)) HUMH I AMERE IR EEE
HIBIRIF SRR R IR - WA PR TR ANE) - R TR 78 57 RERm RS 1
MEME—5% - AR BN - HEGRAOBRBEIEIR(E THEM] ) J5 KL (causal variable) LA
SEEARAT BB (covariates) FRAHIF » /8 & BHAHA) /7 Upt @ A —E A B S B 5 S AL -
AT DUB B[R] — R 22 P EC ARG AR ER AR - MEA IR AR - $2 MARFELECE TIR D /Y
AR N —F R 7 o aIEER L F—EANEARE BN ~ AR
R BN B - BARR T— A3 Efm A ) 2R E CHHEE » 385K Holland(1986, 947) Fif
i TR HERAUIR AR ) (The fundamental problem of causal inference) ° FEig{fE ' H
o (Af) HEE—ErRERES (r8) ) f9REG - AIEGEFRETHY TR ERR
57 | ( counterfactual model of causality, 2 /. Rubin(1974; 1990; 1991; 2005) & ) FJEHER
I e
BT IARENREEE R ASURED Z 2 K% (binary causal variable)D » JRE[
TERF7E & R BER T RERE o BRAE - 1 AARE T TR AUREEEAH (treatment group) > 0 3
FARSEHIEIFZEHIF (control group) o * TR FE IR § 348 » REREFHIE—03F i 7E1
IR - HEE R Y &G RiTE 0] gERURS R (potential outcomes) : A A RE Y -
HATBRAIE Y° o ER e BRSNS EN) Y » HER SR REME Y &Y
L B8R (realization) » Wi fHa% i TE A (EfEEF A ) D B—FE I AE

_{Y,.' if D=1

HH 2 D HIVE A St AT B BB A B (switch) — 8% : #2 D=1 2B » BE Y' : % D=0 HI &
B BRI Y Kt FCthiEss THHRIHERHI (switching process) (Manski 1995, 38-39) ©

UORSUPTAE T A ZABBEH 09 5 H7 BAL (unit of analysis) * T A8 AMAA » AL REZ 404K ~ 3T
Bl MR EIMMT o

2 A B SCERAE R B9 AR A ST o % Ak 0 AU K EE 4k Morgan $2 Winship(2007) % Angrist $2
Pischke(2009) & i 5 694538 o M R R AP A G5 » B9 R KB KPR ey B2 »
e AT H AL B o
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{KH b wE TR Aok S ) AU > R RS D # /LR AR 3 — 1 i 2 AR B RUE
(individual-level treatment effect or unit causal effect) ° TS BRAE R A7 1 PR T ] RS SR 22

5= -1

EBEFRIE o A8 ALE[F]— g > SRR AE A D=1 - HEEE| v/ Al
RE Y s EARIRBURTEFEGIRE D=0 » HEISE] v AV AE] v Sk — ARIRE 2 fii =
o DRI DL AT A @ 2 IR S %% » Holland(1986, 947) 532 (EBkERFRES T IR SR HE
FIRRARIRE ) > WIFR 1 AR o ISR ICBRRSE - (HE KRR R 2 s PR B
il A E P AE ATUFE AL | > i@ TARII%E ) (Average treatment effect, f&iff§ ATE)
E(8)=E(Y'-Y")=E(Y')-E(Y") o TAEHERTORINIR « FEES ThE A B
fH -~ B ANB PG - AT AVEAE TR R R E R - P A RER A
PEGIRH - 5 Y (U R (BIREREAE) B (Manski 1995, 37-38) 2 ASCLATHY
Pl o ALL TARERE ) Biin s RErs e - °

*x1 BEvs REE

Potential Outcomes TIREAY#E SR

Group #8571 Y' Y’
Treat (G Observable as Y Counterfactual
A i 2T BERE T
BB (D=1) : .
PD=1) F'ID=1)=F|D=1) (Y'[D=1)
= =7
(EHEHAARE) (FEEANTE)
Control G Counterfactual Observable as Y
ontrol Gro
roLTAroup BERENY TR LRI Y
Pl (0=0) ] 0
(Y} |D=0) (Y| D=0)=(Y,| D=0)
PD=0)=1-=n , g
(PRI 5 ) (PEmlFRIAED)

BRIAGE « &3 E Morgan B Winship(2007, 35) ©
— ~ EIINEC S8R RRE

— M ARET HE R - EEEARA BTN AR AN SR - & B2 B G T RE R w5
IR o (/225 (identification) »* BRI HIE SEAR AR MERERIRE - JRANwE6E -
e % T P A S 1 20 ] LU R R SR B W 1 - ° i BRI e & sE G AR H PR B 3
FIs A Rl > FEEFF 2 AT REME & a1 (identify) BUHERE HVE LY (B (EA5 1 (underlying
3B AR R A9 58 > 3L Heckman ~ Tobias $2 Vytlacil(2001; 2003) °
COREER TR R TR —FMEHFEMEGLE TRE ) BE AALRTRA -

S ARA TEABLEHEART & A F — 4B A4 (observationally equivalent structures) ©
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structure) (Hsiao 1983, 224-226) ? {EAfET [ > 18 Bl /& % 15 0 2 B (parameters) 1Y) B i >
it T EAGRbA » BRI 2 HIE w6 —BHIEER ) (Greene 2008, 361-370;
Wooldridge 2009, 552-560) ? IR RFRFS UL - BIBEARBFH A SRS o E#if -
RERe MR NS — R (B TEEEA]L (point identification)) » 48 TAIERA] ]
(identifiable) : fZ.Z » AR AT BB BIA B AN LU HHEME— B % (BN EE—
fR(E) > RRE RS THEEERA ) (unidentified) » FEIREHR REMEOEZ 1 HEFRES (strong) B TR
BafiE ) (assumptions)éﬁé R ) S RIRRE o
Manski(2003; 2007) #t7T i M EHT A e B E g - HEREE 72 & R 5

(ERL) MAETE GGRINRE ) > HRESERZRE A AI{E (credible) 2 —{HHTEI A
IRt AR NAE — BIRBAIN AR ERRE 2 b - siarGadit ERIE - HERE
B ZEBENEEZ BR | Manski(2003, 1) #8255 [TA]{E R (The law of decreasing
credibility) : [ N {REBLE » 152004 G B CUBET §T &8 - & HIHER BI85 1 - Bt
AHBURE R 55 155 B R 1) ] {3 168 P JHE ) SR 40 (trade-off) B4R » AR HT T T #0E%
BB J (theory of partial identification) » TR : FAINEIE TRESCASREE BREAT ) =T
BN MR EGREZ ) - fif EEE & B AR5 2] (partially observable) * s
RERFEE N TE AL A SR T - T RESH IR T - B 38 T{RE ) #F 2 ARBRHIFE (prior
information) » EIHJ{EE TR (restrict) 803 HREIE] - #m BRI FIER RS » AERM
S N TSR AGE R TREEREH ) FIEHT > MEERBE RIS ~ 51 R i al
LRI {EHIRE (weak but credible assumptions) * 535 A 2 BUERY 7T HEHE (region) » BT
IR HERR TR > thAGER A - BCH DU 2 N EREE - HEIE » 3T RE T B 1
B T FSEIBER - EREEET » BRI EREHRIR ) 2 5.2 TR
B RJRERY - i R B IR A S - REHERR B S HER IR - N —) ~ NE—23
PUE TR Bt T B2 R v G THLE%% (a domain of consensus) ¢ 32 {El[E: BB LIANEE
iR » HEAIIEEE M (Cho and Manski 2008, 562-563) :

1. B R 22 - H A O R o

2. fEEEBART » R TFBEEERIRIR - Y EAL o MU - BFZEE rHRF Ik
FREE R EESNAHEEE » Bl e A B8 - IL—HR
EREHIBUSE 73T (sensitivity analysis) » R {2 (SR 52 [ AL EUE B A I B HERH
% BIAE R 7 E 5 R NI AE R e 2 | 2

¢ Assumption AR5 LA E & TR > MF A [ REB T J o Hypothesis 42 & #) B 89 3k £ AT 4%
B oo HCGER TR -
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3. A B ERE N HIRRATIRE: » ANEEAE R ~ MEREIEEL A - TRETRE E A R
FE7eEE 5 (empty set) » HIRREZRE R AN RLAT

DR 2 B DUBR T » B 7 ERE W 72 R R SR IS - S &2 (£3589 (Manski
1989; 1990) * IEINAS T— AHEEM 6 — ) > AR LB~ E] - K e A
Eia (EFERERRIR - A BEBHE NEE o DUTNHUR G - U@ BRI R A PERGR - TR
s HJRAAIIRE » — 2 —BIET e R -

R R > 2 AR PR ZR (treatment-selection probability) "£ P(D=1)=r > HI{k

[ HA B E R (The law of total expectation) * Y' FJEASE(E -

E(Y')=zxE(Y'|D=1)+(1-7)xE(Y'|D=0)
ERZH

1. =P (D=1){5BPEMIETE (FKLLE) - aTEgEs -
2. 1-7=P(D =0) {EBRIEEIEMA (Sl - ATEEEE] -
3. E(Y'|D=1)=E(Y|D=1) fa&s (B ) & Res s mem - /1

A EERIERL o
4. WENE E(Y'|D=0) BRHE - (RF T2 PRI A DESZiaR  HIHE e
%) 0 ) {HEBE RPERIRG AR B ZAEH > E(Y' | D=0) BEHE > Huk 7 #%

AENJHRE (missing value) » & kA E( ) R85 o

(AP - AR THSEEREAIEL ) w0 Y° RSS2 ERS -
E(Y")=7r><E(Y”|D=l)+(]—7r)xE(Y”|D=0)

Hifir~ 1w RE(Y | D=0)=E(Y| HRFTIE - W E(Y° | D=1) & T
# BRI A A - I g %’u J HEPR b HEAHA A EREBZ ] -
WO HEEEERA TR -
KRR E(Y') K E(Y°) @i 27 (Morgan and Winship 2007, 45) :
E(8)=E(Y'-Y°)
=E(Y')-E(Y°)
=[ 7E(Y' | D=1)+(1-7) E(Y'| D=0) |- #E(Y*| D=1)+(1-7) E(Y" | D=0) |

T SUBR P ALAR B propensity score * BGFEE [ AEME | o
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b s B T R TRCEE ) E(Y'[D=0) K& E(Y°|D=1) E/H
AR BT 3 IR SR A R © Manski(1989; 1990; 1995; 2003; 2005; 2007; 2008) BHH#E 5
i o IRIEETRRIRAE AR 72 5 5%l (treatment selectlon) B > thikE TS E REEERRE
BRERHAAS SR ~ AL ] Tan R 7 A BE R aif) IREE : 152

MEHHRRE ) (selection problem) ﬂﬁm@ﬁﬁﬁ@aﬁﬁ”?ﬁi o iR 2 B NHEHE 46 > BT E I
EEER) TREE ) BT N R - (EREREIRE SRR - T AMEE
TEMIHEER BRI IR AR R A BREORLAE 5 [ A ELA F RO Beaf e SR PR A 22 B mT e
& BCEEBIRN TREE ) HETBREI 5 -

— R BERE - NEELE (Exogenous Treatment Selection, ETS)

IR FEEBOE - PR EMARI Z A Y JERH > thiges [ 7FALER ) (Exogenous
treatment selection, ETS) » HEFE HH - HF3IE 2 m R EITHIRBREL - E(Y') R
E(Y'|D=1)=E(Y'|D=0)
E(Y°|D=1)=E(Y°|D=0)
E(Y|D=1)> A LR E(Y')=E(Y|D=1) b5 mumsie 2 s s i g
i > BERE(Y') 2 BB o F#E > E(Y")=E(Y|D=0) - KLAEMBHRIIEE
T BRI LR -

A D (AN E - JRAD WE(Y | D=0)=E(Y'|D=1)=

E(8)=E(Y')-E(Y*)=E(Y|D=1)-E(Y|D=0)

i € BRER AR 07 sb R E BRI IR A E (L5 20 - 05 2 - EE ERE R RIALET
Ovure =E(Y|D=1)=E(Y|D=0) » HeEgFEMMN 7 Mo NERRM 1 FBE - e
FRIETT T E PRBERE Ik 2 EBe% AT (randomized experiment) » 75 HI I — (B @ 7L DIAR SR -

=~ B ARHEREI RV EP] : NEZEFE (Endogenous Selection)

it R TE SRR R PREA E PE A TR IE S PR e
117772 B H A AR BT E] (unobserved) HIIR R 2 508 » B IR HIBFF 72 3 SRAK IR A1
B Y BUTEHAME T B TIHGERE (self-selection) » #FEES [ PYIRER (endogenous selection) ©

CAERME ) (HESERHARES] TRA]ZHL (non-ignorable) » JE1E2 TBIZHSE B TRERE
THIKREEBR ) B ORHUZE S (Rosenbaum 2002)  BFZEZ AIAALL TARITE ) RIS - BASH
SrEtE MR Z BE » Rl s AR RUR AT 2 TERHIREE ) (selection bias BY selectivity
bias) (Barnow, Gain, and Goldberger 1981) ° R T it e B2 F2 iR SR Em i 2 (E&fd
2008a, 8-9) °
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SCRR A 2R K 2 3 - BT A BB T B A% B (Instrumental variable, 1V) f¢ H4E
fifi (2 i Jackson(2008) ) » L [A] R 22 37 328 #H 757 #2 20 (selection equation) 145 f# 77 12 2
(structural equation) 1Y) [ EEHRACRAEAY | (treatment-effects model)(Heckman 1978) 55 » £ /&
DUE B 2 BORIEGE » AMEIN EARREE - WA - HREOMEEEH 2 BT - (HRBRL
138 SL{BUE B L 2 B 5 R S AT 2 A0 » HIINRATRE T TITiE a0y » RIT5OREREr
118 o F—{ERE » QIR ZORME R » Sl ERISEARTT » (CRRESTEmA TR 28 -
Se A R B SR B b T RIS » RS T R 2 RS - B AN E S5
BAE » iR BE B B 2 5% + Manski (1) TR AR EGR | BB - T e BhE )
Fegein e —it TOREE ) O OHERR SIS EIHE - 2R EFE G T BGERE
HITERELHIER & (set) A ZAH AT REAMR - REGBT - MRE LB - G HEE MR A
RRLIRY THBRERE ) ik TE BRI ) srel B - (5 O e - R —meBkt
EARKRGT i - BIEZ BEEIFS 1E (Morgan and Winship 2007) ° {HATRE UG OieRay [E 2k
s ) H BN AR H B R SRR — R B 2 b o WIS ] B U2 IR
B ¢ TBEREARY TIRELR ] ) AlLE S BRGE RS ~ R E L o [KICRHTE & 4 A e
T HA TR s R E R B T B ) BRI RO fHAT » LIRS Manski TRT {3 Bt
) RS ER - AR TIREZS ) - DIRARAIN KA B LR - B3 THEM
EFZHEE O AT (E 3 - e E B ESS E (FRfC 2008a,7) ©

2 - EBEGEERE

It B2 28 R A N A R AR AR Em A 2 | - B8 58 - 9B (interval) 2115 |
NIRZMES > FRL B=[B", B'] » HEFE (width) £ B'-B" > R (lower bound, B") /& &
RANHIGFES T8 HUiRARD N 28HI(E > FIR (upper bound, BY) Al SR AR KIEL LT
8 THIE) PIRERT N 2B - ERSBIEME > IAEEEMEERA > JRE B <
E©) <BY o #AE L > AR FIRER TR BY-B'=0 » FSEUIUEME—RIREHE » B2 BN
Al B RS > ATRERARERLD ¢ W BGBUE - WRERUMRIEALZ - b ST SREEAT A SR B
BAE AT o DZHGRFRIE » AN SO R B RE I %€ [ (deterministic) » 2B E(H 4% & (]
&M BRI —aRea T HEam T - 78 (1-0)% (3/.0/K % N HIE O (confidence interval) ©

— BN - BERRELEE (No-Assumptions Bounds)

7B B R A T B o B SR R Y B fIE 5 (range) B FHBA © 3% YO R Y HY (i S5k
E AR A R (bounded) » 44 11 % H & /N B e KAE [, 0 Z ] > IR 88 | - 7R 1
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WM E(S)=E(Y' =Y )=E(Y')-E(Y°) > B/t /hNEi T E(Y') 1T BRI %
E(Y) K9 EFR - B (y —y*) o~ FRWATE TE(Y') 1 LR E E(r) TR
BT (v =) 1 R ER B EMBEERERT PN RN - T IREE S
(¥ =»")<SE(8)<(»"—»") (Manski 1989, 344-346; 1990, 320) (ELifti 2 FfH#) - °
bt R - EA L ACBRAEE - T AR TR B A E TR IELES o Manski £
AR AL BRI C AL Y IR ) 1 A BRI TRBE ) d AT
W7 ETRER - £ E(Y') 74 E(Y' | D=0)B@EBR 2 HY - HEM
YV SE(Y'|D=0)<y" » #ELD ») OB 1 T BRIEE (Manski 1990, 320-321) :

wE(Y)=axE(Y'|D=1)+(1-7)xE(Y'|D=0),and y' <E(Y'|D=0)<
~axXE(Y|D=1)+(1-7)xy <E(Y')<axE(Y|D=1)+(1-7)x )"

g > E(¥') P E(Y0|D=1)BARARL 2 HE » IR, v (AR LT
RS

wE(Y')=2xE(Y'|D=1)+(1-7)xE(Y’|D=0),and y' <E(Y’ | D=1)< )"
~axy +(1-7)xE(Y|D=0)<E(Y')<wxy" +(1-7)xE(Y| D =0)

IR E(8)=E(Y')-E(Y°)» MIETFRB %/ FE(Y') 2 TR wE
FE(Y*) 2 ERR -

B= [ E(Y') 2 Fi |-[E(Y") 2 1 |
= [;;xg(}q D:|)+(1—;r)xy’}—[yr><y” +(l—7r)><E(Y|D:O)}<0

i BB BY %0 TE(Y') Z FBRy ik TE(Y°) Z TR, -

8 FTRAXZMEE » HAAMMEN ALK I BT TAAKHRHENR —FIRE
#o LR ERET
(1) T#hB 3 ~ & ATHZ B (Manski 1989, 344-346; 1990, 320) :
(2) Te&AF ~ &M T E & (Manski 1990, 320-321) :
(3) TRoy # % | (Heckman and Vytlacil 2007b, 5084-5086) ;
(4) TR &M 35 £ BB (Manski and Pepper 2000, 1001)
(5) TE @B B £ BB (Manski 2007, 189-191; Manski and Pepper 2000, 1002-1003) :
(6) TB @k F39 £ B A &£ BB (Manski 2007, 191-193; Manski and Pepper 2000,
1004) °
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B=[ E(Y') 2 kiR |- E(Y") 2 TR |
=[ZxE(Y|D=1)+(1-7)xy" |-[7x)' +(1-7)xE(Y| D=0)]>0

LB B HITEIE S BY B =y'y' o BESAVIRTE > ELASAE & 0 7EPY > IR LABAI TS
SBHITE 9% > (HE LRI LTI 2X 0"y i > BFI8% -
EREWY BLH] > B 081 2> Jly=0 > y'=1 > HIE(S) 9. F FIRMLE -

[ 2xE(Y| D=1)~(1-7)xE(Y| D=0) |-7<E(5)
<[ #xE(Y| D=1)~(1-7)xE(Y| D=0) |+(1-7)

B FJEEMEZE S 1 (BN 100% ) »
¥y ERES) VARERMRERERR

BFF7EE PIARIBER R » 5[ ACRBRIVEAG. » 3 — 20 IRFE P SRR B » Rk lik
FIED > BAERR AR B A 2 BRI - LU afam e (e - — kg
ERH AT R EE R - (H 5 — T AN EAER AR A R B~ W BT - HRE M
FAREAEE - TEH Y~ Y ERVHE R NRMERE » AR BREEMHBIEX ~ 7RRHR
TEWER I - INILER S EIRITREE B0 (weak) » (EIYERREZ > o LU » HIRES
Z Roy TEREZANE » il & iz D fisg -

(—) Roy &#! (Roy Model)

5 ST AT B AT R (self-selection) » FIIMfK 5 2 B ol 36 B 15 1O PE A - A 1E W] DA
EHIEE - &G TEAEE ) REEDR Y BArfl—l o FIaEE 2R
Roy(1951) LB « N e THII AR R AUEE - NI E SR AL LR A Roy model e
F IR 2 B %] (endogenous switching process) 2R3/

D=1ify'>2Y’
D=0if V' <Y’

e EHBCE AT LLE— A FRAEER AR ES » R RE — B AGT » M TREEH] (BEGR
OKATREME " AT R EUSRBI R A 2 BRBEE R » TIRZIAEE R E A CGEE/INE) &
KATHENE 1 (Heckman and Vytlacil 2007b, 5084-5086; Manski 1995, 45-46)

E(Y|D=1)=E(Y°|Y'2Y")<E(Y'|Y'2Y")=E(Y'|D=1)=E(Y|D=1)< "

[F] 2
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E(Y'|D=0)=E(Y'|Y' <Y’ )<E(Y'|Y' <Y*)=E(Y’|D=0)=E(Y|D=0)<)"

KL Roy BRAUEE T » B T ERECES -

B" =[zxE(Y|D=1)+(1-z)xy' |-[#xy" +(1-7)xE(Y|D=0)]
=[ZxE(Y|D=1)+(1-7m)xy' |-[7xE(Y|D=1)+(1-7)xE(Y | D=0)]
=(1-7)x[y'=E(Y|D=0)]

MMz FRRER -

BY =[zxE(Y|D=1)+(1-7)xy" |-[ 2xy' +(1-7)xE(Y | D=0) ]
=[ZxE(Y|D=1)+(1-7)xE(Y|D=0)]-[zx)' +(1-7)xE(Y | D=0) |
=ax[E(Y|D=1)-)']

HE AL -
BV —B' =axE(Y|D=1)+(1-7)xE(Y | D=0)- '
=E(Y)-)'
<y -y
B AR HE AR ) Roy 1AL 2 [FRES A0 8 0 7R - A & LAESI P S IR £5% » °1H
it EE > TR ITHIEEYE - 3 1E Roy BAIZE (2 2 EUEAL » HE B G EHE

VEAERZIE B 29t » BRI LUE BE -
EREEY A A0 B 12 - Al y'=0 - Roy U2 6 BB LA -

~(1-7)XE(Y|D=0)<E(8)<axE(Y|D=1)

HIEE 2% nxE(Y|D=1)-[-(1-7)XE(Y|D=0)|= E(Y)<1.0 » /NBEIES %
HEBOETBDL MR B R -
(Z) EEMFHREFIIZE (Monotone Treatment Selection, MTS) RE
HIRB R DA RE - EHEAAHN Y PEE MELAg/ NS (& RPEE
) HEFIFHA Y 7P {8 - Manski B Pepper(2000, 1001) i I 78 £% T B2 [a fH 05 2R 15 2%
(Monotone treatment selection, MTS) i€ » BE#EHR T ¢

9 Heckman(1978) # % 89 T H R ZUEAEA | & K 2E4¥ (Heckman and Vytlacil 2007a; Heckman, Tobias,
and Vytlacil 2001; 2003) L&A Roy B & A # » A Z AR T W&k 4% TR XA AIS
BB ETIREEZ 5 G EF R FRT (2B 42 ZBE L L AL (Manski 2007, 151) e
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Y <SE(Y'|D=0)<E(Y'|D=1)<y"
Y <E(Y'|D=0)<E(Y|D=1)<)"
L EERST 0 FIE BY ke THE(EE ) 1EILe IR -
B'=[2xE(Y|D=1)+(1-m)x)y' |~[2x)" +(1-7)xE(Y|D=0)] :

ME FRB EEMER TEY') 2 FR1 W& TEY) 2 TR BTE(Y) Z
IR RRMEIR EEIEE(Y | D=0) {&kMTS {5 — B & LR KBTEHEZ
E(Y'|D=1)=E(Y|D=1) » LI HEMMR y" : [{# > TE(Y’) 2 FIR1 hRANIL S
HIHE(Y | D=1){k MTS (5 R LA/ NME % 2 E(Y | D=0)=E(Y|D=0) >
AT LU U y' o (R -

BY =[ zxE(Y|D=1)+(1-7)xy" |-[ zxy/ +(1-7)xE(Y | D=0) |
=[7xE(Y|D=1)+(1-7)xE(Y|D=1) |-[ Z7xE(Y| D=0)+(1-7)xE(Y| D=0) |
=E(Y|D=1)—E(Y|D=0)

S 2 s MTS [RE T LGE— DT E 2 IR » IRfEREBGE {2 LR - HEERZ

B'-B"=[E(Y|D=1)-E(Y|D=0)]
~{[zxE(Y|D=1)+(1-7)x)' |-[2x)" +(1-7)xE(Y| D=0) |}
=(1-7)xE(Y|D=1)-72xE(Y|D=0)—(1-7)x )y + X )"
=ax[y' —E(Y|D=0)|-(1-7)x[y' -E(Y| D=1)]
<(»-»)
B — TR/ NS B S R BE 1L TR EE - b —RmBCR L& 0 2R > HAE S

0 » RGBT 28U IR &5k -
ALY FRELE] - A0 B 1 2 Al y'=0 0 y'=1 > MTS BUE T2 ImEE LR -

ax[ AXE(Y|D=1)~(1-7)xE(Y|D=0)|-7< E(8)<E(Y|D=1)-E(Y|D=0)

HEM zrx[l E(Y|D=0) ]+ (1-7)XE(Y| D=1)< 1.0 » /NRSRTES S BE ER T
HIRER B -
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(=) EOERNEZ (BREZE) (Monotone Treatment Response, MTR) RE
FEE AR A DUERE ¢+ R RSO A i 1) Y & TE&8E ) RETRHE AR Y
8> BEEE e/ (HRPEER) H Y - Manski 5 Pepper(2000, 998) i It 75 1%
B [t {[& 1 % fE 7 | (Monotone treatment response, MTR) B 7€ > BfSF =& : ¥ 2V 5
0,20 EEWEWM Y FHES FHIIIRE % (Manski 2007, 189-191; Manski and Pepper
2000, 1002-1003) :

V' <SE(Y'|D=0)<E(Y'|D=0)< )"
Y SE(Y'|D=1)<E(Y'|D=1)< )"
MTR B & % Bk 370 B ¥ E(6)=E(Y'-Y°)20 > % T RB" & fHB0o- # 5
2o WBB MR TEY) 2 TR METEY) Z ER1 HTE(Y') Z
TR HRR R EEIHE(Y' [ D=0) K MTR 15 — H B E 4 T/ R BE 2
E(Y'|D=0)=E(Y|D=0)» fgu/LiggHIR y' W - TE(Y") 2 kIR e H
BFEHE(Y" | D =1) & MTR B _SRE LKA Z E(Y | D=1)=E(Y|D=1) -
WA LA B A y" o AL
B' =[ mxE(Y| D=1)+(1-7)x) |-[ 2xy" +(1-7)xE(Y| D=0) |
=[#xE(Y|D=1)+(1-7)xE(Y| D=0) |-[ Z7xE(Y| D=1)+(1-7)xE(Y | D=0) |
=0
B MTR BRI IR 0 0 FERIBUE A LIRS IE 1 - FAS IR > RI5HeRs Mefet
gL IR
BU=[ZxE(Y |D=1)+(1-7)xy" |-[ 2xy' +(1-7)xE(Y | D=0)]

{E MTR BUE T » [RERAFERS -
B~ B ={[zxE(Y|D=1)+(1-7)xy" |-[ mx) +(1-7)xE(Y | D=0) [} -0
=(1-m)x[ " =E(Y|D=0)]|-zx[y/ ~E(Y | D=1)]
<(»'-»')
WU — T M BEE S I ERE TR T AR B R -

HBE Y BILH > Ao8 1 2 - Aly=0 y'=1 > MTR B E T 2 I8 B 5 b
ﬁ:‘,
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0<E(8)<(1-7)x[1-E(Y|D=0)]+zxE(Y|D=1)

HEE (1-7)x[1-E(Y[D=0)]|+zxE(Y|D=1)<1.0 -
(M) EmiEETIIZEBERIMEZE (MTS-MTR) FRE
{BE MTS B MTR PJEAT » AR Z TR 0 TN RRGE R R R : &
PR EB(GE R Z EFR (Manski 2007, 191-193; Manski and Pepper 2000, 1004) :

B"'=0
B'=E(Y|D=1)-E(Y|D=0)

# MTS Je MTR IS » HIERZBERE(Y|D=1)-E(Y|D=0) > HIEEE MTS -
B MTR {BE T Z [EEEET 5E %2 o

HY By Hy M2 EEES I - DLV RE N2 AR LR DU A
EHIRE N2 B8 - YR E 2 + 4 Y R EOadE 0 BV 1 2 — 0 R R
H ERRANGREE 3 -
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A R REA TEB G B

al

B &

PR 3o L& R4S

o BFRLIEL 2] - MK

(o=alx)a-(1=alx)a (S1A) B4

(ILIN-SIIN)
(o=alx)a-(1=ali)a 0 =P 0 % ) H
S 7[R B ElE

) (A1)
TonQ_imxﬁhLT_x_x.m”_%;axﬁklvi_nQ_\Cm.xku_ 0 s ol

- (SLN)
(o=alx)a-(1=alx)a [o=alax(z—1)+axz]-[ Ax(z-1)+(1=a|1)ax¥] o

(IoPOIN 40Y)

TalA_HQ_\Cm;xk TonQ_\SmJQx?lc gy Koy

[(0=alx)ax(z-1)+ dxz]-[ ax(z-1)+(=al D) axz] [(0=a|a)ax(x-1)+Oxx]-[ cx(z-1)+(1=q|x)axz] 2EH - HEH

___.\ﬂ| _.__.\ﬂ :wm.| ___\m. ._\\V_A\W\\\uwm,#\ b H%m&

o8 8T 8 &N EU

W T2 (ALV) $IEIL « MEFHE R (g ASIUY A T2
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o BRI EL 2] - MK E

(o=alx)a-(1=alx)a

(S18) H¥ERI¥H4

(o=alx)a-(1=ali)a

(ILN-SLIN)
HZIHEEH
S [ B el

(z-n)+(0=alx)ax(z-1)-(1=ali)axx

LN
PN el ey

(o=alx)a-(1=alix)a

v—(0=alx)ax(z-1)-(1=alx)axx

(SLIW)
EE StV IEl

(1=alx)axxz

(o=alit)ax(x-1)-

(IoPOIN A0Y)
iy Loy

(z-n)+(0=alx)ax(z-1)-(1=ali)axx

v—(0=alx)ax(z-1)-(1=alx)axx

RE SR EE

I+

Ml

k25~ HhE

o8 3T

-9 iy

2E

L T2 (A1) $IEIA « RBEEE

T HEORARE [PHIR T oJUR A €2
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2 - BERERARIER  ESERI PR NE5RWE

RS 17 B R 1 - 2 — (B S BOA S AR A SR - 1M e S 2R T > Bl
PR A A S B X HEEMEAS i (E3E52 2008 ¢ MREESC 2006 ¢ BEAC
2008b : 2008c) ° T T ER 4 > TR & #EH] ) (mixed-member electoral systems) 57 & %
oK W ANMEHT R E B E S TR - EE T2 R B R SR I — & (Farrell
2001) o BIANHE P4 B > 1993 47 I Af B — 2 [ il o bR 1B — 338 1k i S5 M VW) ) (Mlixed-
member proportional system, MMP) > [l H A HI[ /> 1994 = H 50 T B30 JERE S il J (Single
nontransferable vote, SNTV) & ££ I B — & [& [ 2% i 37 ] J (Mixed-member majoritarian
system, MMM) ° FXETRES 2005 &7 - VR B H SNTV HIEHLIH A TH—#E
e AvA

B R 2 R > BAEAR{ETHACHT > Duverger(1959, 217, 239) fe iz TEH]) (BH—
7 ] (Single-member district, SMD) FFI[A & ) Bl T3¢ 1 ( ELBI RS (Proportional
representation, PR) ZH{& % 8 ) » 25 5T 2 B2 25 1 AR Thl| P S BU B B 2 B o
EfS T — R FEE L > E@ERR 7SR E i MMP RIS It H R BIERT TR AL
NER - (HLE 5 EEER R B - RFSE 7 BOR AL o ISR haReR TH & K

FELBIER ) R > STENT LGSR R 5838 Duverger I R (REHIERE - (DIFR M T 48
(R ZERR S o DL ATEEH] 2 R0UE - 2 PRSI ELH - TIN5 B SO L B & il IR 22
ORISR M A AR o2 5 [ 8 B B PR © 05 PR AU Z¢ 3R B SMD B2 PR Wil » [
—BERIE L RIGVE TGN IS N2 25T 7EE BRI RRZ

M2 B BR 1 (controlled experiments) ( 41 Moser i Scheiner(2004; 2009) 5 ) » [F] — { ]
o WA e 8 S SR 722 S B TR O R > DR R B 8 v i B o (I Duverger HIH
PRIKFR s DFRIN SR » SMD B RIS RE » /NE) SR B Ry T NIRE RS » (AR RIS 5%
(strategic voting) » BT X FFHLH 7 B ENENIMGE N « BB » AR R SR8
EHIBUE (sincere voting) ° {EZZBIHIE K - 8 BIRE AL E RS2 RIBE G i) « fEHER
[&X > 8 RRE/ NS R I 7 R

(A o B2 T L B e 2 kR (401 Cox B Schoppa(2002) ~ Ferrara ~ Herron B
Nishikawa(2005) ~ Herron B Nishikawa(2001) ~ Huang(2007) 5 ) » ZFR &2 %11 SMD K&
PR W ZEANRESR G (separated) {8 Al ig i » DK 38 EOER IR A [RIIRF 4 W 5 - HC 35 B AL & A )
KR (interaction effect) » BEERAE SMD il 5id PR il I HUZ TR AN 1M BCE IR GG T
B FERR A BB ETE FPTREIR TR RIS L ILBIRRLR - DUBFE XKL 2% » TR
/INBEEE BRI B — 528 P ORI - L AR - (H04E DU - RE IR AR
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VR~ RS BT RAR B TR RAG T SR > Wi ARIRE 14 - LR IR TR S [ {th 5%

382 o #8152 > SMD #f PR U502 » BRI 122 H AR RE - Ga0 ek E b
R BT T340 | (contamination effect) © 5222 % » TEZEE X
B EIRE AR 2 E N B AN ) - B ETE Duverger SIHHIRE - fEERMEX > 12
BIRE S EARAENER > MEE SR A —B0% 5 HiEeRG E e
ERABE S AR a4 BB 2R o

BRI AT - A2 HOB A I (0 o TREPEAH ) A THEhlRE ) NRERH—
FEzal > R ME LHE S BT S o TV e iEdt ) & TREhlE e ) AUt i
HEZHH o Ny NFFRIE » U BRasis B 71k - AR AR REHILL T
BB RS ) Wk THEGIHBOER A ) > HERRERER M IRZEGRE B oA
B REMEGE - B E o IEREAUMOE ERZE Bk TSMD K PR it ES] 2 1
B o MAFAHZERIRETE 5 MR & EGl 2 ) BUE R B —E R IE 2 A s S mTRE A 2 %K
FE s FRREIEEBOE ARG T » DU BB S0 i PR A KA AR R B > A
IR RN 2 FEULATER T - A REIEARBCE M5 5 JEAE S (8 5 12 14 A R M 1 S B e
REJ% & > S ti e ARGk » HUIRY TIRERH ] -

Wt > Ty LUt ) SRR AN N th iR 7B R B —E R R R E A » HAER
ADISP R A B 7 FR BB B R T > T2 T e — SRR ROACTA] - B E2 P 5 = S
% o R > BUEE BT % A e B ptdhgd) - AT ERARSEER AT » B
AT BEEmBOL S - (HEFHEIRAEEASERF T H2AER S SRR - K
It - PR ER B R E R RO IR s D] THEROIRZE ) R 2% > MIEE
12 o EERIFE RN CRHE B E I

—~ §l & L @l B K # MMM # i /o #F 7E SMD K PR 2 H ] £ % (dual
candidacy) » B[I{0 A A Bl — & [ 5% > el REAITE SR A8 T EGE I (B3
111 PROE ) Hf THGERTENE 1 ISR > e BERR A RENZE 2B (Mg
2008 ) © {HIRBIFTERN A RFF EEIRA - BURIE—HIEHR - HEERREL 24 BRHUE > FR

FE L = JE N R BMS FAS # 2% B AR - SIS A B EERBR TS Ta% K
SR SRR RATA TR BB HE (53 G T A DLE 1 BT B NS A2 DR 10 (756
fEE%E A - 2008 FEALZERE - £ TRBIN ) EFE (BB ) A 12 ([EE0E - Hig

BB TR W 4 R -
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R4 2008 FIZRBHEZ o 12 EREBRIBHIIZEIREH

3 BIRBEHIIZEEEH
B R 69"
B 69
ek 0
=) 13
AN 11
Bt e 10
ok 10
B RRE 10
NG ¢ 10
TR 10
i) 10°
i) 4

BRI - (FE BTHH -
AU - B R SRR 2 RPN - RIGRZ 4 (EEE (R TR A
" IR AT 3 R 6 R AR A o

— o BHIE - MMM T > {9 MERE R EE o 1B N A E
fet > SMD Z2¥#f PR ZEH B H E R/ o AR ERFSEEIHY TG R0E ) 2K - 23R
R/ NECTE SMD 24 - R4 2 PR R IEIHFE - WRBOEEMHER PERERE A > 5
FEMRR AR ~ SRS ~ BRI EBCEE FRRS IS BRI R A E A - I8
P A TE AN R AR -

1. PR E IR o FENTREE R N ULERIRESI T » B E R » B TEE
$OT g NI REGRE T G OB R AR E YGRS > GHIEETAR
e o 8 > HEELE Roy BRAVAIERE -

2. WGEIEFARRIE 13 o ARl A B —E » ARk S s B il
RSN - SR BUERRERTE TR SRS (PREESC 2008) RELE - Kt
REME AW A BB E R TR > SRR A RE N ER - fh—EE,
TF/E MTS {RE -

3. B E R - —(fE R A TR & ARUEE > HE G S AR H g iR
Gl ~ ARG E > ARGER B RS A K - A E A o
JR PRI DA NHI AR BESR » B T AR & B A SRR IE > R AT REm (S LR
K > 2R 3 AR S F5 E WA (Ferrara, Herron, and Nishikawa 2005)  [H—#iis
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[JER > 1F72 MTR BGE - @ = (e F i BEI—(d » RNEEE 7 RERELR
TEHEL 0 ©

4. WIFRREEE - EEEEIEREAREN - PRGBS - t—8E -
fiE T MTS J MTR Z{RE

2 RS R AR REA > B — AR IERE (selection) > WiFERERE -
AT B A DR SR HE AR A £ 8 - 2 TR SMID $24 % PR ZERURS 2 » LR SR HE3m 4 JE I R,
FSMD 4B | 2 WA > &5 HIMEET R 2 4 R 3% - Maeda(2008) fi5 H 77 G4 EE
TEE I Fe T 20 W IRITERTRE > B iR TR BE AR AR Y ) (Heckman 1976; 1978; 1979;
Maddala 1983) E #7737 H A 1996 % 2005 VUK SRk B < @& AR - #800 MEIE
Z TG 1 - Maeda(2008) B 7307 1E LR KT8 B2 IR > KT BEIR (R HE » (H5 6
HEE - it FF@EEX&%%WU BB (AR R RS2 ARl (28R RE
M) 8T ARSEAIRAE > FTREATHT M Manski(2003) 2 A {EERIEE 1 TS BE M5
R B 18 [T SR HE zx&ﬁ?

—  BEEUFEROZ R

ARILLL 2008 FEALZEH T - BEELERE (LUNEREE) B60 M sHEHE—
EE PR AREN > HHEEEAREE » IF - P8 K2 2UMTER 2K
ﬁ“, :

1 TN TS (2R AR o TZRRBIRE O - Sl B R G
B2 5N, o i T T 3 ) A S B O A A B — i U ~ 17y B A (DL B A
SRETE Y LR JEEH KB BRI 1EE R 5% MIGHIRESS - (GERRIL 24
e » GERENBEN RIS RN A SR B S 2  » (HE R R 13 ALEENT %
A (R 4)  BUTEGERE AR LIRENTE - IR -

2. R~ RGERA TR IO 2 B - (E 73 (E P T 69 Ml (94.5%) » R
Pl FEIE R > LB ERMCRAE 4 Y 4 {1858 1 H 2 A Rfe i B JE A (5
Bt - DR REAR G LEB A 1R 2 MR IR 208 AR o /N2 - SRR SE 2
PR AIEOTZ - R LU R U A 5 - ELERAT B AL BUR 2 Fr DATE 10 {8 /2
HHER IR - FUER 71T EERRIEAR 24 RMUE Al 9 ABUEZERIHE AR
ff > H PRER LAJRLE ~ #k3  GEERE - F ot &M - AR - F5RE
ERFR L 2B A B G T 3.68% » MG B HITERBIERSE] 3.53% HBU%
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=, BERE 5% FIFTRE - (HERPERER] 51.23% ~ BREER] 36.91% ~ KHTER]
3.95% ©

— OESERIRIERERE

GIRIEEN T Z e Vo - R BLRGE R A T B - AIRE— I = - IMAE(ERR
R AR LRI R TR R S U 2 2 - iR ) - MR 2 FE
/IMEBETE 2007 5 2 H 26 H EER G RFAGIEATEIA M S 17 (@258 (5 HFHR
B 2007 2 H 27 H) " DUER G BT R T - RIS 0 - a5 [ RE
AR - Bl V28R DL 2004 S5/ BN BB G AR R RIS - HEGH RGE R 2 /D EATRE

E 13 (EEE - T RERAES AR (B HRFHRE T - 2007 6 20 H) - " fEE
BOER % g BB REGR T - BB 8 H 20 HAMSE —#kz 3 A4H -9 H 19 HEE

BRH TR SREG I T =— EE > AIRWEHRFREEE > 10 H4 HEHES
NEERFR > Bl T ARG U R E B AR % ER - WA ER DU 68 ik
B R B OB A T (KA THEM > 2007 10 H4 H) " #EZ 10 ASHA
8 =0 3 \GH » AR FEMEMEEE - 1 11 A 19 H2#EEERTHHE 2 A - A
A2 15 NGE > J19F 10% B (3 HFERE 8 > 2007 F 11 A 21 H) < PR
BT LI A 25 (MR =T > 6 ARG THIRES R SRR 3 A ~ 10 HEK 11
Afs T mHE 4 N (H 2 AWEREREGSE) - RERARER 1 A~ BITR
4N MEBREREIRA 2SI T 13 A (RES) -

0 R 2007 (BRZERSE M ARLE M) AGFRETM 2 A 27 B http://www.
libertytimes.com.tw/2007/new/feb/27/today-p2.htm » 42 % B : 2009 9 A 20 B °

WOARRRSE 02007 0 (ERSALEE HERL RN ) BuERE TR 64208
http://www.libertytimes.com.tw/2007/new/jun/20/today-p2.htm » 4 % B : 2009 59 A 20 A °

2HAES 2007 (EHMBARLERLE FEHEERERAL) KRAHMA 10448 >
http://www.epochtimes.com/b5/7/10/4/n1856312.htm * A& & B # : 2009 9 A 20 A °

BB 2007 (EWER 28T ZARITFFM) AdIFRE TR 11 A 21 B http//www.
libertytimes.com.tw/2007/new/nov/21/today-fol-3.htm » # & B 1 : 2009 9 A 20 B °
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F®5 2008 FIIDEBECHBREBEBEIIZREEBREASER

EEZE BEREA BEEER % BEZEEEX %
2R = WEK 1.118 3.124
2 IR B 0.934 2.697
R — AR 1.125 3.680
2R & 6.008 4.024
SRR = B—1k 1.083 3.695
2R Y E R Herse 0.650 3.111
SR WEE 1.344 3.287
2R LR JER % 11.059 2.418
KRR 2 7 0 bl 2.571 2.530
2R R Y2 RS 35.998 3.955
AR — e 3.120 3.795
e TR B 7Y S S 0.743 3.366
FFar BT 12.631 4.501

BRI - (B BTHH -

€ bt i o R et - "TLIE -

1. B IR 2B R 3 2R S B 2 2y > M FERER
2. Bl —BRta T DBUEL RS £ ~ (LHIGE Rl - B BRI 288 - (R

[ T ET T ) (HEE e 2R » HIlEER TR G ) HHEH THR
RUE ] o

= OB EEIZE HIRRMELE

BE SR AT R BT B 73 (HER A T 13 (f517.81%) 0 H
% 60 R ARSTH » MBS 12 (091144 B b i S P e 4 BT Ze 8 B S AR
EIZRA] o AN DU — R E S AT - FE 73 (MBS0 - BERFERTIEREA > ME
B YD > BB ES R FHERRMMEER > MO E AR Heckman(1978;
1979; 2005) 1) [ ER B ACRAEAL | B EAEf - i B ME —H 58 5 IRHZ MMM #
il > BB [EE G I AR N GBI A % A H B S S
HI[¥R Manski 1 HEREEL (nonparametric) |8 B HEAmIEBEA R V) & B » T EEEFRES
2RI ERE

B R DUBIEE M BAL BBEE 40 13 {8 2 5 A5 73 {# 2 [
() b B 7 =P(D=1)=0.17808 > M & M 2 13 Em P EE 2 F B EERS
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E(Y |D=1)=0.03399 : GH RIELHEEAL 1- 7 =P(D=0)=0.82192 » H B 2 15 A
B3 E(Y | D=0)=0.03501 ° —fE & FAEE RF IR - e S B E R A7 A1 13
{6 B — S I S AR IS AR B E AR PR A4 (5% A Y 60 B AR L > R 2 22 AR
Fa e IR A AT 2 B S KR AU - gl

E(Y | D=1)— E(Y | D=0)=0.03399-0.03501=-0.00102 (5§ -0.102% )
R IERS EfE - FHrnBE R ER - BOEEPIS SRR N - LRI E
BK Tz — o B8 T HEUES ) fITEIIEA -

&6 2008 FEMIEBREIREANCVE : EASBEER

] Y' Y’
RREZER BEEI TR
n=P(D=1) E (Y| D=1)=0.03399 0<E(Y’|D=1)<]
=0.17808

ARECER | merrsy [RHE )
=0.82192
BRI e ETHEE -

AL » SR /72 I T /MR (BTS) s
T > B EHEGE (0 BT » DRI i 2 B SR LA 77 S T 2
Bt ISR DRIE TS BOEHEEEI T[RRI - (E R -
SR -

HURCRIACT » 124 5 A BHBCHCSA RO  FHTI KR8 1.0 (B 100% » 24
NS R - PR E 10 (B -100% - 163 RUBIE MRIUSNE ) - 3
FESLHA - Bt o B AERORERL - MEBUERAt - 53 A EIB IR RO - 18
SREE [-1, +1) 1 » BRI A AR R | TR - HhSE R Y B
FOR LA SRS 0 B8 1 2 - SORBEBAITDEAIR 3 2 b FIRFHI » K]
SIRE - FIRAE > KT -
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&7 OMREZEBIEUESHRRRSERXE - BRE5

e EE [B', BY]
FHE R~ MEEE [-0.20081, 0.79919]
EEREAIRY (Roy ) [-0.02878, 0.00605]
[EMGEFEE /] (MTS {52 [-0.20081, -0.00102]
AalEE ZHHE8E (MTR BE) [0, 0.79919]
A E IR &R R (MTS-MTR {RE) [0, -0.00102]

BRI - (FE BTHH -

(—) ME B A0 RITE DT > 52 IR IR R HE /Y 1 B £ -0.20081,
0.79919] » JREI/ A -20.081% B2 79.919% 2 [H] °

(=) WEBIEERE Roy A (REGHHEEREANRYS) » TR RLETR
fifi72 £ [-0.02878, 0.00605] » JRENAMA -2.878% B 0.605% [ o AR > [
—EEELE 0 (B » ARG AST > MEHER & i RSUER A EN AT RE - HIR
SURBMEFE 2 2 T R B R SRR A IR E Y AR ENF N R
WIEH 2K > (BRI H 32 0.6

(=) WEHBBERE MTS (REGH ZIRGICERFE 2E ) ) » THRRAE
fAIE B £ [-0.20081, -0.00102] » JREIA M2 -20.081% B2 -0.102% ZfH - #1522 »
PERRAETE A E - B T YUt ) TR R EAE s -

(M) #EEHBERE MTR (R GHHE AT ZH & R 2 B E A RS ) -
B Z) R AR TR % £ [0, 0.79919] > TRENA 2 0% B2 79.919% Z ] o AN AN
RTEfATE - H—IEHERE R H R MTR TEFIEE ) (R BUE -

(7)) #EHIBERE MTS & MTR (RE B HHEC A E IRV R 453 A 2
Migkss) » R RLEREER LS [0, -0.00102] » FIRFER TR > 2EARE
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Causal Inference and Treatment Effect
Evaluation:

Partial Identification Approach and Its

Application to Electoral System Effect

Chi Huang

Abstract

In social science we routinely ask questions of the form: What is the
effect of X on Y? Attempts to answer these questions unavoidably involve
causal inference. However, social scientists relying on observational
studies are often plagued by the endogeneity problem. That is, the treatment
and control groups are not randomly assigned by researchers but formed
spontaneously by some factors related to the causal variable of interest.
Some existing parametric models, such as the popular Heckman’s treatment-
effects model, do take account endogeneity problem but are built upon
quite stringent functional and distributional assumptions such as linearity
and bivariate Normal distribution. Powerful as they are in point identifying
causal parameters, their assumptions are not always met in reality. When
these assumptions are violated, a better alternative is to adopt Charles F.
Manski’s nonparametric partial identification approach. This uncommon
approach promotes forthright acknowledge of ambiguity in social science
research and discredits misplaced certainty of point identification at the cost
of imposing strong and yet incredible assumptions. Relying on available data
and weak but credible assumptions, partial identification theory reveals the

causal effect parameter that lies in a set that is smaller than the logical range
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of the parameter but lager than a single point. Yet it makes transparent the
relationship between maintained assumptions and causal inference.

Starting from the counterfactual model of causality, this article
introduces Manski’s partial identification theory and examines its
implications on the upper and lower bounds of the average treatment effect
(ATE). We then illustrate the approach by applying it to the case of Taiwan’s
2008 Legislative Yuan election and examining whether Taiwan Solidarity
Union’s nomination in 13 single-member districts had any “contamination

effect” on its party list vote shares.

Keywords: causal inference, endogeneity problem, partial identification,

mixed-member electoral systems, contamination effect



