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1. PMOBRERHTAE

ARaTIE, BUFHRHT — 2 2752812k 0. ZRHETICRWVEEMARMET — 2 2T, 2003 £
(ZHTT2AT A S-SR B R B R BRI AR D D BUBRIERR Y . REDMF B ERE OHMIZHF G L T 00 E
IMESHT LTz, BRMICIE, RIEAFIH LI-EELEZ ) ThuneHEr2 XA Lz BT, REEICRD D BUEE
Bl B O ARt C 70— F TR OWFFEBRR G OBEMOFRREIE NN AEL 20 E I NICER Lz, 20 X9
725301 )7151%, Hall et al. (2000)<° Bloom et al. (2002), Mulkay et al. (2003), Koga (2003)%5(Z & 51 %
TEHR G D —F—a X &R LI IEROEERIHI O R oHT & 8o D, AROSITFIET N Dk
ITHFSE & R EERAY R AT 2388 LT yed, BRICHE S 2 Z L3 TE RV, Db a1 4
b L NEBORUAN OB Z R E LT R BUR N R 2 E L TV 2 R CTRIEMIZIZER TV D,

2. FIENEEBLBE

FETIZ, 1968 4E 6, WFFEBHIBE I LAk LT, Z OB EE SIS U TR 5
JERBEASNTWD, ZHUTHIZ 2003 FI2iE, WFIEBAFEE ORI R D PUERFERRHIE N H 7= 1B A S
Too AHIFEIIAFIEBI R B OMONCEIR 2 < | ENKH LIMZEBIRE D 10 S—& > N & ERRT HHIE TH
% (2008 4ED> 5 2005 AEITHIRRAT X Gy 12 25—tk 2 R, ZHUC kb, ¥k, W ORI
% BiAEVERR E EEICR D DBIEEZERR D 5 B, EH O AR HlE 2R A CHAEIERZ 2T 5 Z E N ATRE & 7
STzl ZO XD T BUEREERREIEE OJEFIL, BEOHERELZ NS, FERNERO LB L H 2037
HT-0IT, DEOHEBRREEDA T4 70 ES®EEEZ2 BN,

2003 FEDHIEEFIZL - T, EEOHEN EN DWIER LD TH A 90 K1 IXEEBHIC X 2 HERR
SNTIEABEZ R LTWD, 2003 FREEIZREAICIRD D BIBEZEIRGI E N EAIND £ T, #EREEITIB L+
500 {8 [~ 700 FLEE CHERS L T 5ii, 2008 45 D RRKEIZ 4% 1 D BLAAFERR I FE OB AHIZIL 6 f5 0 420018 H
TS 5600~5800 EMFRE THERE LT\ b, ZOfSHRIE., REI R D BUEIERRTE OB AIZ L - T
A3 DOYERREEN KIFIZEENIN L7= 2 & 2R LT Bl

X 1 #F7EBE s B3 1 5 BUAAIEREE O HER

&AM
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3. /W T—42

ARaClE, BEDPUFTERBRFA KT 2EEBIH Z R L7z E ) MIZONWTOT —F % U A D3 5E
i L2 KGR R TR EZEONEIEENCE T 2 A ). B OWFFEEIFE E-CuF7e B R B A B2 O wF5tEH
GBI T 2 7 — & A REE B O EGGE [RREir st Al = ote3EIcBET 57 — 2 2 RFEE
BNERM L T D IREERE [REFRBERARHE] 220570y, KEtHEROT —2 0~y F o7 WEHOR
BEEEETDHZ LI X 0y, BEEISOIIT ORI, BRI R D BUAEZERR R A2 253 #E, K
FIFAE3E 232 (LD AFF 485+ TH 5,

4. SWAE

BUR DB ANNRHT TIE, FHIEOMEEFEE Z 5 TRUVMEREIZOWT, BAFTEOT 7 N7y SO
FEG WA T % difference-in-difference 73 Hr S UTFEHEIZ VBTV D, T O FEICIEL, HIE 5
SADOARFEOEEND, UKL BN SR 1256 ORRINENEZ R L TV D T iUE, JEEEOZEL
MOXMGNDEFEOENEG N EZZ LS T8I L o> T RESR OB EZFHITE D LW H 88172 A Y »
FRB D, 72120, HIERNRIEEN O T T o —RE Bt 5720121%, HIE ORISR & xRt D20
TUHKIELZ FSNTWDRERD D, HERDLAFEOT —# TiE, £ 5T bREEICRD 2 BIEAER
FIEZRHTE2NEINCH L TR L7 a S T ARFEEL T AREMENE W, DFED ., T—F 08T
=TT X LTERLIZOTIERLS, IR, R EE Z AT > TV D3, e ERE
AR LEEENHEZFNAL TV LI2AREBERNDL2OTH L, £ T, Afa TIERIERD
difference-in-difference /541 & L7 2 a L34 7 A& H Y i< propensity score matching method % [l
FEIZFI A L 7= difference-in-difference propensity score matching method % AV % Z & CZ ORI RHLF
HZ k& Lo,

5. RF—4h6RE=-770

YL g N, T AOKBEEIY RO 2N 2T RS, USRI D D BRI H L7
EELFA Lo o BT, HRMBEOFHERMNIAERENDDHDNE I NER LIZONRE 1
D1ITETH D, MEELHS>TEOKTH LN, FIAEETIIT T A, RAHASETE~ATATHDI L
OO, OO ZETFHFHNCHEE TIZR,

HODEIL, SMUEDEE LR 2T 5 alREEN D 5, & 2 TR L RAIHAME T, 5 E %
WOLFAELES LEA20EAEE2R-0ONET1TO 21T L 31TATH D, FASEDOT CHIRERE %
R LR EDEISIT 50 S—% 2 b, RFIHAGETIESL S—F L FTHY ., W7 L—TTITE A EENDN
AN

DL ED#ERIX, B OB AL > TEBBU 2R LS00 LB IFFERRE 2 8 STV R0y af
BEMEEZRIEBLTCWDEERL D, TlE. 2oLz Lid, fIEFHOELZ v a v AT RAERELTH
SZADHDTHH DD,

£ 1 RBITHRD D BB 436 & RFI M OBHTEPH S GBI O bk

treatment group control group tiE
MEFEFKE 0.01 -0.04 1.51
(0.018) (0.028)
oLt 127%1(50%) 119%1 (51%)
BoLi-% 126%1(50%) 113%t (49%)

6. HEEHIER
REEICx g AR OER

£ 920 14TEIZ PSM 254 & v, FIFGE S NN—F L KRGS N —T OV T Ly g 31
T AERRWE BT, PR EREE MR OEIMEAWICHEAMICERRERS 20 EIDPRIELOTH
%o WiE DA OFEE A e L7286, FIHAEZETIZ 0.012 THIM L TWAH A, KA TIZ-0.009 T
B LTWD, MEDETHD 0.02 KA L S>TNAHDT2/5—t 1 1) REEITIRD D BLEEIERR D2 5H
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EEZDN, MEIZHETIZIZRZW, BaOT—%t% v bt HEOE AL - THEIZAEZEDOM IR
RENEM U EITE 2RV EER L TWD,

BALSTDEE

BRI A EOMERBEICEHN D ETICHA LT ITRRENZ ENMLN TS (Hall 1992), £7-.
EENPERBEEICEEEZHR CH5A. FEBIEBRHIZL > Ty v a7 a—23 I L 7% TIT 9 "lEE
MHLEZBND, 2T, FMHALTHASEMTE2ETICIT IR HDZ EE2BE L THELZOREK2 D 2, 3
THCTH S, 21TEN 1 H1T7 7% L o= fiitE R TH D, OO FEHMEITF AT 0.075, RFHEET
0.008 TH Y, HMOREIIFHEEDOHTNRKENE OO, HEtRBRERETR N, 28T 7% L o h
TIXFIHEZET 0.098, RAIHAEZET0.038 THY, ZA—THOZET 1 #1777 D54 & RIRE CRFHIC
HLAETIERL, AREOOHHRERN ST, HIEOFIHNFER 2B W THEL T D &) IR GELEZ1S 5
Z L FHR Do T,

#* 2 PSMIC X % W 7eRa 5 He B Bl D20 R

treatment group control group = tE
A BFFRFE (2003-2002) 0.012 -0.009 0.021 0.415
(0.051)
AFFFRFE (2004-2002) 0.075 0.008 0.067 1.181
(0.057)
A FFFERAFE (2005-2002) 0.098 0.038 0.06 0.702
(0.086)

ANA SRR -FT VD

Z 2 E TOHNTTIE, HEINREBRIF T (AR D BUBRVERRHIE 2R H Lz alietE 0 & 2 EZPEFR L T\ 5,
O EPMERFBHIF AR E SR OMIEBFRBE OO/ MEE L T Db Ly, 2T, #nR
BRI 7e B BRI A R L 7= WTREME D & D A3 35 #HD H b | FEBRITHIINERBRAIF 72 By BIAE R O F1) F Y 2 3
72 L TCWBHAEE 6 tE2EERH OFHAEE I NV—TI12h U b L, ZRLUNOEEERAIFACEICHEL T
B 21T o7V, ZOREENE 3 D 11THTH D, FIAMEETIE 0.016, KFHMFET-0.013 TH Y, fif
WIFHEED FNRKENLOD, KIRL L TREICHERZ LI > TV, Z OHEFHE R, #F5E
BAFE A 2 BN S W 7o N BN BR I JE B BUAEEBR 2 R L TV B ATREME A2 B 8 L CH R RIC K & ZaE
MW EERLTWA,

B%IZ, RAFAGED Y B, HIEOHEEEZML RS B¥DLEay ha—L 7 —7 L L CHEE 21T
ST-DONF3D 2ITATH D, HIEDOHFIEEZ N> TWAIZHE b LT, FlI L TRV RELE - 7= 50
TIE, O L7 a R T AERETE CORWATEEMIZER S, Wi, HIEDIFELE S 72
WARZED T Tlid, TOERN MHban] EWHZ&ThHhY, TORTIYMEHNC 7T v —RIZimVWEE L
=z B, HEFFTIE, MR 2 MONE 0.012 TH D03, HIEDOIFAEZEN D 72 242 % T1E-0.034
EWA LTS, Ll MEICHFANCHEE RT3, ZORETHEER K OFHNA B ITHFFER %
BOWIMIEFES L TWRWIZ EE2RLTWD,

7% 3 PSM I X 2 WFoeBR s B B BRI A D% E: (robustness check)

treatment group control group = il

ARRD (AL EIEREEST) 0.016 -0.013 0.029 0.684
(0.042)

AR_D(v.s. FIHHELVEE) 0.012 -0.034 0.046 1.100
(0.042)

1. &

AR TIL, 2008 - EEISHT 7128 ST WF SR BRFS B BRI k3~ 2 B ARFZE BRI BE A3 1 35 O WF R BR %8 2 2 H9 N
SHTWVD D% FIENTRRGE LT, oHrfE R Cik, #EBH 2 FH L TuWhie W3 L tig U<, FIfe3E
DO E DNEARTHB CHBEICHEM L LIS 2RV E W REY BT, oL, FIRCES LV—F
CRFBAGEISN—TOR OB LI a R AT A%y ha—/L L ThHEERICKI BN 2o T, S
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5T, REIN/RERELERT L7202 28O T 7% & o7 fegt, HEINRBRIFZE & BAEZESRZ R Lz & B
bﬂéﬁ%%%ﬁbt%ﬁ\%%%%@ﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ#otﬁ%&%@bt%%%%ﬁOkﬁ\w
TGN THEBEBH ORI ARENKRASE L I L CHRICHERREZ NS L EE 220 E
WO RER AT, ZORESRIE, EEBUHIIM R E OO ICIEEE T 5 L TN v ) B RN EZE
Z 7 2004 R [RAEZEOHIIEENCB T 2RE] fRE LTy, HEEEEaEWEEF 25,

FZEB R EERLHIX, & OBWBIE & FAEONBEREEEICHL - L, ANBTHEEE U ESiREN N
%@ﬁn%%@t@@%ﬁﬁm:ﬁ%#é:t%ﬁ%&btﬁﬁf%éoL#L\¢E®ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂ\ﬁﬁ
[E O ZEBR R BB NI K L CHODNICEEONTHERZ L5 LTV AICHLEb LT, T irse
BTG DIEE I ITRE DN TN 2 k%rbfméo:: VL EE R FE L OB 72 72 MREERE A RIE S 1
TWAHDTHDHN, TD XD REORGEICE T H7-012i%,. L0 BB S0 HAFZEE S B R o %h F
BT AMERDH D, LIeRo T, T—XOBIMBZIEE Lo E2 5% OB E L TR E0,

(&% 3R]
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12006 FEICHELEE SNl FNE S DI EREIT Sz, BRPICITERENREED 10 S—8 2 MERR, N5y

LTIL 15 3=t FE@EHT OHIEICETINT,

i HE [SHEAHAE] T, REELPEFE3 AL 2 ARE TICREZ M X o eEERIGLE LTS, LIERoT

2002 FEEEIC I, —ERRFEBR IS RARIC AR D D BUARPERR B EE DA R L o T RENTEN TV D, ZOLFITI L2 330 (&

MTh s,

i 7pds, MVERICERD 2 HERRHIEE DE A & o T IR TR R O FEEREDY 2003 40> 690 fEH 72 5 2005 4FEEIZ 1L 8 &
I LT g, Z oFEL, EEICSR D D BUAERERR T B L IR RN A RN R 2 560N E DO TR L

TWHZEERLTWND,

v Z N GBUNRERHNC K DT — 2 ORI AR, BHrBIRBORITZERT S R 19 RIS FE R L7z T4 ) X— 3 SIETFE

DOBAFEICAT TZiAAIE) 70 Y =7 b OHEEIC) P DRIAREEIC L > TEA L, KRGO, EHOBRTrY

=7 MIBINT 5B TRATL LD TH D,

v BAEICHEIE SN TV D FFTFAE T, FAEOEMFIIC L > T, RENRIETIHREMNRELRY | R L TR—EE

DOPFETH-> THEROMB LR TNDREL LS TV RWRENRTET D, ABTIE, ZoMEEE#RET 572D

HeFH AW D T — % % 3 AMIEREITK -7,

vi difference-in-difference. propensity score matching {22\ > Tt Wooldridge (2002). propensity score matching (2

DU TCIX Rosenbaum et al. (1984), difference-in-difference propensity score matching method (Z-2VCi% Smith et al.

(2005)% &2 2 E iz,

viit FEHEL, BRI A EmE b FEMD O b, HEDOZ W 3EMOWFERREE DOFHHEEL FEbhboTNHZ & T

H5,

vill U2sU, flEEZ LR WERED T U MR E S TWAH DT TIEAR<, Bz, BRI TV B

ERIEZML RV E L, L LED X D 723, 7 AL, B@HFIED/SA T ARNND (HIEOEAENRLS TDH)

AIREMEA @ < o AFE DS AT TIZRTEEA D 720,
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