BE@HS/I-HT [F—42] ICDWT#EAD

YO TIVEEICEET B AR

HEET/ N1 7 XA DF&EE

AR

[HBEEICET /N2 VERE] eAVERZORERRE

b

GWENEN  REHEFEIZEI7ER)

Ao HIE, HHREGICET 255 Vg (1993~2003 42) #HWT, $ ¥ 7V
KON EIERT 52 &, F720 0 TVBEDRG 2 DHEEND S T AT 550 &2 4T
AT LD D, ARTOHNHERE, UTO2HMICTEDLIENTED, E—I2, Bk
IR H 2 W R E DR LM T 5, BFEE (tEE) ofigsy I — B¥E=1,

MBI = 0) ZHGRIAZE, WiFEE (t — 144%) MEomHREHHERE Liz7uEy
MM ERAT o720 T OKE, HREE, HRMEFICROSNILBORME LT, Mlsre
H, B EDTA 74XV MEIRICBT BB A< o/, F 7R3k
L LT, EEME T, AAOPNADMEWIZE, IWAZLEFAICKREWITE, 51T,
B ) ANBHBAKRE WHIZERE T 2EM WS Nz, @IS, ARMETIE, RN, £
DOIWAZALEPIEICKREWITE, BET AL o7z HIT, BRI BIT2
R X AHERT N A 7 A % fiERR T 5 X<, Inverse Probability Weighting #:12 & % %
BT o2 BE TN EMOPMED T D> 2ET NV L DRED I % 1T - 72, Hausman
Test {T-72L 25, WETFTNVOMLEBEICIE, FEWCHEERERSRON, F 45

AN S T2 2 E MR S 7z,

A X
ELoIiZ
T AL & FiPEIC DT
JPSC 2 BT 2 ik D BLK
RIS L %
ST R
Ly

= < =2 8B =2~

I LI

WA AR EHRE AR TlE, 19934 & D,
[THEAEIGICE T 52848 VA | (The Japanese
Panel Survey of Consumers, LLF JPSC) &\ 9,
TN (FEABIAGERC 20~30 AL t) &R L
L72BHRAE 2 T-oCwd (M1). ATF—% &
WO RED S, % ORFFHE, HayE el
L7 BEDOTFICL Y, BORWA > T r—2 3

H A B e R

VICEALEMREIBS K BRENTEY, bAE
OFRFFT = o Ty, FEFICEELPET—5
L )OOHB (R - A 1999, FET - KH -
KEHREFIIZERT 2004) s L L BAH, KF—4%
IZBWThH, 7SRV BATIZ 5 A
THILEBOR G, FhUL, A ZFAT
KBELTWAYD, BB S CTRIAZIELG SN
Witr, —MGHRE uzxkriaryr—4) @
912, b IMoFRE (Pt 7u) 12
EZIT) ZEDNTELRVETHS (7
HEORE) . FIC, PAEZRIZK > TH U 7
W& 2854, TOF—2I12X o TH LN HERT
FERIIEIN 2N 7 A% b O RS e B 72
O, FEEEIDRITNER SRV,
AfoHrgx, JPSC Z#HWT, BELY >~
TV OREIRL, 2 oBEIC X 0 SR
BOWFRERIIANL TABEL 0D D,

55



H1 EEEEICET A X VRAEICHIS

REFE L ATHRERH
age
44 — ]
Cohort A [1+T |
40 _
34 ] -
—
P 7
P
L =
L
L1 -
// /
27 T H _~
T Cohort B
N C / Cohort C
24 L] ﬁ/
1993 1997 2003 yez:r
(wavel) (wave5) (wave8) (wavell)

Inverse Probability Weighting %12 & 2% %
L72E TN L RPHEDE T IV & OHEFHE R & Lk
L, BEICEDHFINA T ADORBLEET LD
LiZH B,

RETLIETIE, TI2BWT, iR %R
L Z ORI OWTE L, M T, JPSC 128
FABREOBIRE L XL, HIT, MRkingH
L RER D GEEBICBT ) FIHILE %,
B, BiES (Bids =1, ikl =0 %
WHHERE Lz, 7Oy MW ERITo 70 K
#12, NV, VTiZ, Inverse Probability Weight-
ing ECHEBELZETFT NV ERREET VAR LKL,
FEES RN BAEEHC B A HEIC L 554 7 A2
DWTEE L7, Hausman Test Z VT, Il
ETNVORBRM DI ZIT-728 25, Fatiyic

BRERDPE SN, 72w L O DRI
I N T2 Z &R I N,

=

N

I FdEOBEREFFEICONT

1 B%&%E
RETTIE, BED A H = X LITOWTHHLICHE

56

L7z, BEIIERE KT T, 3 D 8y —
BB
DUFTlE, a, 1 ZB#% (attrition) 32 22& 9 H
DOIHEE, ¢ IIRMISTA—FZRT DL T 5
F72, a; =X E o Z2HEICHVE L,
J1RERDOEE (yy.y,—y) FETEEZZ2S, §

BT 5o

i ) Missing Completely At Random (MCAR)

WEDGEAENTT v 7 L e fy, #E G-1 KD
W), FBESFEET BN, TNLE (L
) DEFUZ DAL L v izo,

Y @) = Pr(a; = jl¢)

.....

(1)

LRTIENTE D, ZOYE, BiEIC X R
AT RGBT B 2 E AL % B

......

i) Missing At Random (MAR)
MAR T3, Bi#&IBISTR 2L vy, 12
DHMAFT %o
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Pr(a; = jl yptiis @) = Pria; = jly..
Y- @) for all Yy,.yir (2)

DFY, JRETHET 2292, j—12
B OBEIED SHER W EE L SV nh R B 2 LT
Eho BRIBTHTOE Y FOWTICZ X BBEHED
HEFHIZDE R TITHYT %,

i ) Non-ignorable, Missing At No Random
(MANR)

WA R MEIZHAE L T 25546, BUGAT —
& G-1MRD) 20T, B G ZHEN
THI LWL 25,

Pria; = jlypgetyins #) = Pria; = jly,, y; .1,
iz @) fOr all Yiyplir (3)

2 KM%

BT, BET L9 7V EAICED X
I GREDR A SN D D DUF T, o4
Al A AAVAS e b1/ A NS V(A VA

Panel Study of Income Dynamics (PSID) %
W72 2 BEICE T 2 Efm X TH 5,
Fitzgerald, Gottschalk, and Moffitt (1998) TiZ,
B E R & @B E & OIAREET R O LRI,
Fo7uEy ML RER OB AT O X
ITHEIF TV 5,

12, BHEE, EaMiv, MR
W, ERMTHL, BREEBICEEL WL R Y
DA EREF R B H B % o

S, BEEL, EEO5HAIRE W, i
REIE OB L\, FMENBENL VR E
DEGREPANLETH 5. FICHED T %, HE
BRI e EDA XY N H3H 51T EBiHET A EIA
5

% 72, National Longitudinal Survey of Youth
(NLSY) Z&H w7z, MaCurdy, Mroz, and Gritz
(1998) Ti&, MyksdE, MEpkskE, LB
Wb DIIFE B, KWHETREESFO LTI
BT5H 2 7N) BETHHERIMESNL TN S,

72720, IS, WNRNAVT—=FhHORRE

H A BB e R

JPSC DR A2 EHEILE T 2 DL v, iz
5, JPSC TRMANFESLEICHES N TE
D, FAEEED 20 A0S 30K TH D E
DS, HEORELEVRE LD DOEEZS
N5, XKLL Tix, Fitzgerald, Gottschalk,
and Moffitt (1998) |2y, MAR D 2 J5iHI
D, -1 DRioBlE. 5, Bk O RIco
WTEBRLTWEZW,

M JPSC IZBF BBk OBLIR

B 5T (wavell, 20034E) FTO JPSC O~
TV ORFERTERIE, TNEN 42.2% (Cohort
AV, 1993~2003 4F0 11 4H]), 35.4% (CohortB?,
1997~2003 £ 7 4EH) Lo TWw5h (£ 1)
Cohort IO FAERLHHR KM OBEE/t — 1
e O MIE < 100) % A &, CohortA TILH]
D 5% 2oz b D, 12 3%~
WKLTWS, T2 LT, CohortB Tlx, # 2
EEEIZ 11, 6% & RIEICHETE L2 DIRL, 72w
VBRI HE DL BE VT WA, T D JPSC TOHE
R LT, PSID Tld, LR S 11 4
(1968~1977 4¢) D BRI =13 32. 2% & JPSC
IS nizLdLTw5Y,

MTiE, 320FFEZHVT, BHEHORMEIC
DVNTEHELTWD, H—I12, BPBEE &k
F&EEDOMIZBT 5, BT EEZFIFEOMAR
B, REFIETE R & oFEH MK, I, B
Wy I — (C4EEE, B =1, W% =0 ZHHH
PHZR, B (6t - 14E%) O AORKEME,
RHENRMEZ EoEmEHPERE Lz TuE y
Fo#E, FLT, =12, ASEAEOHEGIH
IZOWTREEN TS [[THEAIGIZHET 2754
JVIRAE] WG] &), Gl 2 &R & k1T,
BB D5 EZIT- 720 T2, LT TIE,
CohortA, BIZEILC, BHEERICET %507
o Twb, Thud, A EIEALETH- T
b, HEFERPRLE L0, BEMIZZ o,
PHELUZENDSD Y, REEROBNTICH725 11
TIHEEZMT L0108 L TW5,

57



=1 BEER

CohortA CohortB
mace Eus s ek EPRE g mwm maese FROUE
1993 1,500 - — — — - — —
1994 1,422 78 5.2% 5.2% — - - -
1995 1,342 80 5.6 10.8 — — — -
1996 1,298 44 3.3 14.1 - — — -
1997 1,255 43 3.3 17.4 500 - — —
1998 1,196 59 4.7 22.1 442 58 11.6% 11.6%
1999 1,137 59 4.9 27.1 412 30 6.8 17.6
2000 1,102 35 3.1 30.1 386 26 6.3 22.8
2001 1,059 43 3.9 34.0 366 20 5.2 26.8
2002 1,032 27 2.5 36.6 343 23 6.3 31.4
2003 974 58 5.6 42.2 323 20 5.8 35.4

7 11994~2002 4 F TG v TV EE D,
1) W& Wi AR o [ < 100

1 FHELEE

1 AR

CohortA, BDIihicB T, whE&E DI
I DSRETHNCE BRI WS LSRR T & 7
(#2)"

%7z, CohortA, BWHIZHBWT, MAEHED
AN, BEBLIEE DN HEMT BB EHEGIE N (»
W AU, WIS T EFIIBET AHERSE) &
WIORERE o7z, THUE, AR IS
L72H > 7N d 61.0% (346 A 211 N) Hifzks
EREBLTWAE I ENDb0b X )z, HBTeE
LW ON, #EfED predictor £ 5> THBY, #x
FZ X B BRREWEREZONL, T,
R E O N HTIEE RGO, MR E D
WIS EICBWT, BEDE T HHERIH RIS
BOWREEIE LR TV, BT 5 [T AR
BT 280 OVEAS] mIGHR ] T, HEESLIRE,
[TEANCHOND | [EONEHH 5720 L5
 ERBAT X B, HAHVIIREE Bk L
BV PO TRHRAELTBY, MBI L 2l
HHTIE W LD bbb, F#IZ JPSC T
1, AENRERANOZEM 72 TIER L, &K,
ZOHRGEHILIHAMHEEDEINTBY, £
NHIZOVWT, HETLZIENTELNILITK
LB G SA SN L,

% 72, CohortA, CohortB @M GIZB W T,
Lepkowski and Couper (2002) 7% & o HipE LI

58

WCHET ALV R EIER%L Y, CohortB T
&, AEBERIEE DT D AN REEIE AT S RS
b7z, Tk, MELHESIERL, RHEFR
D7D BEL b wvwaiz, ARIZBIF
B W RIRIBAT 70 ORISR BRIR L B L T
WA TR D B o

WIS, ST 2 EENICHR S &, AR
MRER T, ®PBEZOIEZH P, [REFH ]
ARG E L, [Zoor] BG4k
AR SN, WHIEATVEHEIZERET S
sl sz, FEREETIE, MRRZs
DT DVFELREDPEN T EDHER SN2,

2 REENE

CohortA, B &I, ARMTIE, BPBES
DI ) DR E ERDS B SN 525, Kl
RICERERMETIE o7z (3), BIZERMET
X, BHREZOIZ D BFEHFERIK L,
Fitzgerald, Gottschalk, and Moffitt (1998) (ZH
BRI LN T D, BEILDOINAZALEE
&, AR, AR E D ISRPBEE O T
BIIALRY, AT 256, e s
MEDLZENVZR D,

¥ 72, RoOEIUL, CohortA TlX, AN (HHd
) Wk, BEEDOERDIT ) AIEICKE L, @
12 CohortB Tl D AR MR HE ] 25 > )5 7 1k
EREWVEEMELNTWE2Y, B & LRGN
WKCHRBEGMEEE R b o7 ROFEDOEL
TS, CohortA TIIMHAIAHIZEIEICKE
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H A BB e R

WX Y TVELE IS B AT

R2 WEEEE CRPHEE LS (EANBS)
CohortA CohortB
MR AE R EE MR EE %S
RN (i) 33.09 32,61 27.76 27. 37
I TN 11, 807 536 2,273 177
RNFER (4F) 13.12 13.13 13.29 13. 26
F TN 11, 807 536 2,273 177
SrmEEE CFH, 4 258.78 285. 79" 314.79 357. 49
F TNV 11,558 523 2,229 171
RFWRER CFH, 5) 356. 38 317.01"* 281. 57 213. 01
+ TN 11,559 522 2,228 171

1) U 1%KEE, 5% KA, D 10% K, #  15%KIETIGRHIICA R (¢ HUE)
2) LB %, TBOFEHBLGE MRS GRPBLE) Haelk

CohortA CohortB
MRS %S L T DR ) R
4.9 5.97 5. 68 7.34
o
PR 579/11, 807 32/536 129/2, 273 13/177
Bk 44.12 42.16 38 40
i 5,209/11, 807 226/536 866/2,273 71/177
. 39. 26 38. 81 39.6 32.2°
R
HFIER - A 4,636/11, 807 208/536 900/2, 273 57/177
11.71 13.06 16. 63 20. 34
e g
K - REBA 1, 383/11, 807 70/536 378/2,273 36/177
77.12 70. 9" 53.81 42, 94***
W
AR 9,105/11, 807 380/536 1,223/2,273 76/177
6.07 14.74™ 7.33 13. 86™*
HETRDY (RER) 164/2,702 23/156 77/1, 050 14/101
2.42 6.32"* 7.93 6.58
Hr L
L 220/9, 105 24/380 97/1, 223 5/76
e 6.17 5.04 8.40 4.52*
729/11, 078 27/536 191/2, 273 8/177
BbR 66.11 62.87° 55.07 52.27
o 7,796/11,792 337/536 1,250/2, 270 92/176
. 23.68 27.05* 27.67 23.73
KAt
2,796/11, 807 145/536 629/2,273 42/177
56. 26 52. 05" 57.02 61.02
Z oMo
6,643/11, 807 279/536 1,296/2, 273 108/177
W 19. 86 20. 90 15.31 14.12
2,345/11, 807 112/536 348/2,273 25/177
i 47.51 47.20 51.25 48.02
]
5,610/11, 807 253/536 1,165/2,273 85/177
; s 34.04 32.63 44. 24 40.79
LR 3,099/9, 105 124/380 541/1, 223 31/76

TE 1%k, D 5%0KIE, D 10%KHE, # 1 15%KHE TR B (o MoE)

59



x3 MEOEECEPREELR BENWEM

CohortA CohortB
MBI A TP BEE MBI A E TP E S
ARNAER 5, AR 95. 91 102. 59 97.16 121. 89
+ TN 8,357 339 1,105 65
AN (51, MERes) 289. 45 253. 49" 250. 56 240. 06
F TN 2,629 151 1,023 96
FAR (T H) 541. 99 547.19 444. 33 437.38
+ T NE 8,440 347 1,130 65
ARNENZAL O7F, AR —0.79 —11.15" —-15.22 —4.04
+ TN 7,010 279 884 46
ARNERZAL O, MERLE) 10.19 —-14.19"™ 12.67 —19. 81"
F T NE 2,135 113 754 59
FARZAL (J7H) 13.50 8.78 12.40 28. 80
F Y TVE 6,987 269 829 45
WD) ™D 1%KEE, I 5%KEE, I 10%KEE, # 1 15%KEETRGETIICAH R (t ME)
2) LB %, TBAEHEME MGG GRPE) #Hak
CohortA CohortB
AkpE g mh % E MRS RPBLEE
IEBLRE 28. 06 33,77 38.63 42. 94
3,313/11,807  181/536 878/2,273 76/177
AT N T 23. 00 18. 84 22. 57 23. 00
2,700/11,807  101/536 513/2,273 41/177
W Tl - AR - R 40. 00 38.25 33.88 30. 00
4,746/11,807  205/536 770/2,273 53/177
i) A 5.94 5.41 5.72 9. 04*
701/11, 807 29/536 130/2, 273 16/177

<, 12 CohortB TIIHFH &I LIEICKRE WA
K3 B8RP EONTZD, 22 THRITE bR
FIZIEFAE TR L, %’C%E’J&‘ﬁ*%i)‘ SNaho
72 SHIT, ) ANBRFAHEKOLHE 12O
ThbE, CohortBIZBWT, BEZEDIT)H T
AHEZFEOHE O EDHEITE W LW )RR
Bohi.

ANDOFEIRFETIL, CohortA IZBWT, &
HREE DT ) BRIEBEE L LTV TV 5ED

G2 <, R EEDIFH)F 83— - gt e
LTl T2 HORIGH O RERDH S

F72, JPSC OEMNENANIZTF TR, +
Eb, K mMEASCHTIHALEEIATYS
729, RIENTO ARG TR W E, EiE
RIEIEIE SN o720, BB S5 fE
P ThEl 572002, LHENLESRTDH
5, [RIEEMROWREE ] TIFICHLEL T2,
[EHIdiLLTnD =1, Zhlst=0 25

60

WAEEL T b iR L7222 5, CohortA,
BiJied, Ml ) AHmBR I
LTWAEEIEND, FOEITKITMICERE L
3% 5%0ro72,

2 7AEy b S B IBEREE

REITIE, BWESYI— (e, =1 3HEZ,
a, = 0 \EMkBEmI 2 & 9) ZWFIIAR, Bl
REZRHTAE DA ORIREE, RRFELEZ & %3
WKz, L L7270y Mz iToTwhb,

1 R

FTRTCDTr—ATHETH > 72DIL, FEEsFE

FI=Tholz (Fo BVELIZRILY, Th
i, BORBEHHOMTHRLZLIIC, Kz

BRICIHET 20 Y TNV NI L Z2ESIFTW b,
COEREE LT, JPSCIZiF, KiTHNE, BiEH
RZOPUCHT 5, FEFIFEMAREMIEHE 2 %
72012, el L7z k912, REMEFICL-o TREES
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B

X WY TVBLEICEEY % 0T

x4 PBUERE (EECB)

CohortA CohortA CohortB CohortB
, T A . TR A . TR " i e
FREL e ¥ s Y4 e Y -
A fiy —0.017 0.012 -0.021 0.012* =0.007 0. 028 0. 021 0. 036
KAR T 0. 004 0.101 0.023 0.100 -0.138 0.133 —0.045 0.159
(Zofborili)
LIET) 0.008 0.135 0.030  0.139 0. 004 0.182 0.126 0. 224
BL ol ~0.005 0.119 0.012 0.119 -0.021 0.130 -0.167 0.155
& 0.047 0.243 0.294 0.222 =0.311 0.317 -0.314 0. 395
FRAE 0.016 0.135 0. 055 0.133 =0.157 0.179 -0.133 0. 224
(T - BABALRR)
JIPNES 0. 164 0.139 0.179 0.139 —0.282 0.183 -0.192 0. 230
K- KRBz 0.063 0.148 0. 045 0.149 —0.099 0.182 -0.083 0. 229
ARNDAEL Gl Efit) —-0.214 0. 066" 0.018 0. 086
ARADIFEL (F7) — =0.001 0. 000" =0.002 0.001*
fEAHIED Y =0.050 0.290 =0.255 0.316 0.754 0. 252" -0.085 0.481
H ST E 0.487 0.135"* 0.535 0.132* 0.318 0.181° 0. 354 0.218
IEBEE 0.154 0.113 =0.001 0.097 -0.031 0.137 0. 060 0.143
SEHIH =0.156 0.533 -1.158 0. 428" -1.125 0.796 -1.878 0.999*
+ TN 2,210 2,248 1,093 813
Wald x* 30. 23 32.92 15.9 11.24
Prob > y* 0. 0026 0.001 0. 1959 0.5083
B E R EL 0.0312 0.0356 0.024 0.0289
Log pseudo-likelihood —429. 2935 —432. 0887 - 310. 4609 —205. 4557
CohortA& B CohortA& B
" TR ., TR
s e i By
A fhy —0.029 0. 009" —0.026 0.010
KAR T -0.055 0. 080 —0.002 0. 084
(Z o)
LIESS =0.019 0.106 0.030  0.115
HEoRE =0.053 0. 085 -0.073 0.091
TR —0. 049 0.188 0. 143 0.193
s -0.013 0.105 0.032 0.113
(T - BABALRR)
foPNES 0.022 0.111 0. 087 0.119
KEf - REpbese 0.052 0.113 0. 056 0.123
ARNDAENL Gl $ufit) -0.133 0. 053"
ARNOAEN () =0.001 0. 000"
i ABIED Y 0.338 0.175° -0.227 0. 265
HEU T E 0.409 0.108"* 0.467 0.112"
IEBUE 0. 067 0. 087 -0.001 0. 080
& FOH —0.003 0.372 —0.854 0.338"
F TNV 3,303 3,061
Wald x* 43.17 39.6
Prob > x* 0. 000 0. 0001
B E R I 0.0258 0. 0308
Log pseudo-likelihood —748. 4698 —641. 8872

WU 1%KHE, 5%k, D 10%KEE, # 1 15%KHE TREHIICH S

NLZOHR%SLT, NELZAGOZHIHLNT, BeZoTHEY, KNEPDMRAY T LiT L,
i, WA RCERL-oT, MRk BETL2EANEV EMHRTE 2. F24FEIN
BWTHLW] ZZom&Ed (TIEEEECHEY DAL (x, \—z, ,) DAKHELLZ->TED,
BVROVERAE] BIGE R 1) AR 5720, Ml ISR 5138, BETAECh D, 7,
FEIIERE O predictor £ W) 2k bFEZS5Nh5,  CohortB, A & BT, ffh ARBHBIIIEIC

F72, RNEDUE (BRI LT) BICH BERD, BEMNIGEHELTWARRHI L, it

ARG B 7k 61



x5 PBEREH (BECR)

CohortA CohortA CohortB CohortB
1 mzi@lmi"% o rﬂl@ﬁ’ﬂl“"’fv& o mﬁ%#ﬂfﬂ‘ﬁé e T R e
5 % RS
A ~0.008 0. 009 0.009 0.008 —0.043 0.041 -0.055 0. 048
KAB T 0. 063 0. 088 0.061 0. 069 -0.071 0.186 -0.196 0.176
(ZDfhorli)
LIESS 0.175 0. 084* 0. 059 0.077 —0.088 0. 227 —0.349 0. 223°
B o -0.136 0. 075" —-0.162 0. 065" 0. 065 0.185 0. 047 0.167
TR 0.494 0.176"* =0.025 0.161 — 0.195 0. 386
s 0.147 0.093 0.015 0.077 0.024 0.223 0.419 0. 236"
(M - BB
fup e ~0.002 0.113 0.013 0. 090 -0.106 0. 280 0. 390 0. 265
K- REpbese 0.107 0.127 0.033 0.107 0.334 0.273 0. 322 0. 305
ARNAENL CekHcif) ~0.006 0. 034 0.105 0. 074
FARL O Hafit) 0.070 0. 084 -0.009 0.165
ARNAENL (H57) 2.3E-04  1.5E-04° 0.001 0.001
FARNL (WE7) 1.6E-04  1.0E-04* 0. 000 0. 000
fEABHED 1 0.119 0.123 0.008 0.108 0.314 0.283 -0.565 0. 400
P 0.324 0.164* — -0.323 0.271
e —-0.072 0.149 —0. 046 0.108 0.158 0.227 -0.056 0.196
L 0.198 0. 087" 0. 227 0.072"* -0.129 0.201 0. 265 0. 184"
FERIH —-2.076 0. 555" -2.119 0. 272" -0.786 1.547 -0.320 1.437
F 2T VE 4,735 6,912 597 823
Wald x* 29. 74 25. 54 10. 26 17.82
Prob > y* 0. 0083 0. 0196 0. 6725 0. 1646
B E R EL 0.0184 0.0118 0. 0267 0. 0405
Log pseudo-likelihood — 785. 5569 -1,072.375 —135. 0202 —153. 5007
CohortA& B CohortA& B
. TR . R
R e i By
A fhy —-0.014 0. 008" 0.001 0.007
KAB T 0.033 0.079 0. 029 0. 064
(ZDMhorli)
LIESS 0. 140 0. 078" 0.012 0.072
B o -0.115 0.070* —0.142 0. 060
TR AL 0.334 0.170™ —0.004 0.147
s 0.129 0. 087* 0. 059 0.073
(M - BB
BREE -0.018 0.105 0. 045 0.085
KEf - REpBese 0.155 0.114 0. 050 0.101
ARNAENL Gk %) 0.015 0.031
FARL o %fit) 0.045 0.077
RN (H57) 2.4E-04  1.4E-04*
FAENL (BE7%) 1.5E-04  1.1E-04*
fEABHED Y 0.134 0.112 —0.046 0.104
E 0.146 0.141 =0.045 0. 094
e ~0.003 0.123 0. 236 0. 066**
B 0.124 0. 080 —-1.865 0. 244"
FERIH -1.739 0. 497"
F 2T VE 5, 356 7,735
Wald x* 25.49 25.11
Prob > y* 0. 0301 0. 0223
FLIE R EL 0. 0142 0.0103
Log pseudo-likelihood —929. 4101 —1233.678

WU 1%KEE, D% KHEE, I 10%KEE, # D 15%KHETRETINICA B
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HEOWFEESEH NI EEZRL TV 5,

2 AHCHE

CohortA I2BWT, FEs I —1%, BLEmMmR
WL CIEICAHBERRERE 2D, 22 THREED
BLFEIzx LT, BRI LR INS (£
5)o

T, BEoREyI—I3AICEEERY, B
LHE LTV REE, BEHEEIVNS W, i,
JPSC Tix [REMADL] L)AL LR
LTBY, AEZEOZITELOZDIZIL, H#2ds
FEELTWARLERH L7720, HEMELTWS
Wtr, AADPRIETH->TH, ZOHICHEEZ
ZUELTELIENZOENEEZZ BND,
RFEMELETIZ, K- RAOERILZ, Z2TiE
WM EAERDE SN o 7208, TR o DZEAL
BTN 513L, Bk L v EHAEDIA SNz,
FLARANOIERMES I =25, BEMRICH LT
WEDOFEBELZTWALIEND, Bl ThY,
EERMAECEA L, WEE2Z TR
O, REHERERSWZ EBRITENEY,
FROSHICBVTIE, BEDRICEIS S
EFEMZTICRE S NS 720 (MAR), #HENSRE
A%, HIAERE (t — 14 OFARIE 2 5 Y7
BE (t4EE) ICEZIERT 2 oMot RS
T BIERIZBESN TV ARV, HRERO t —
TAEEED D t DO MITHE L2 A XV b 2s5E
L, ZUHEEE %o THEST AR IZE
(MANR) o

29 Lt Ewied 52X, JPSC TIZ,
T AR S 228 R VIRAE] [IDGRS S0 (B
T, B 12BWT, tHEETOREZ OB
EHHONBEIZOWTAL I ENTELY, 1272
A TGS ERHE, DAL o % IUE
THIERZHME LT olzizn, kMM
BhPLRVEOPYaEEDTBY, BEN:
BEEVDELEZ RV, BISWEERT— 5 »
LTRILEBTAHLIENTERWVLE - 1FEEND t
EEDOWEMERD Z EATEBLERTIE, AT
WO BRI TPICHBERDbNS,

H A BB e R

3 [CHBEEICEAT 2/ 52VAE] EIER] »
545 PEER

2T, MRS 11 A 5% T, B
HIRHICH T 282 fTwicv, T2TiE, Mk
(2003) 127 S\, FRAREEIHE NS L,
OB EIZBNT, BEBRIZLT 2 iEE2
EINSY

FERNIE [HH] PERICDEb0b% 0w
O (B [k, 2R, BRIKETH L0056
k), TITEFHOICRHBEN T LAH
(oMt Mgkl Lot s) ZdEELMM
ELTIREL, HEElT-72 (6)7Y, /2, B
HKHHOSEDP LI Hh72), KL VIZBEL LY
VINVERREINTLE) 20, I T, A
RO GFEAT> TR,

1 CohortA

wave 1 — 4 I TIE, (TEEIAW] 2w 0)
HHOPTRIRELZEELZHOTVWIDE [£
T, HWTE D o200 [ - fxE BN ]
Thotzo TTNBITINZ, [HEEs] THE-F
Bl RESATARY V2HHETLIHET VT
VAHN.>TWb, ThiE, KF—F 0%
BTD% D20 AR LA 5 30 AR [
B ICE Lo TW A EBFDEREE 2
bbb,

wave 4 — 7 I T, [k +fEREEARH] 23
12.7% & (TFEMIAB]] Z2BwC) D RELES
Zhio, THWE-FR] (7.9%), [(EW) A7)
(6.1%) DFEVTWV 5, FAEM CTHEHH O K
EREEEED TN [LIC] (4.8%) DK EL
HEHIAATVWS,

wave 7 =11 HIRIC % 5 &, [HEHS], [HPE -
HR] 2HEHETEZHCTIABBAL, b
[HERS - BUJe ] 2B & 32 B% Y~ T ati 4
WL, F7o TABEH - RAR - k] oFl
GUHINT 2. T4 7 AT — VOB, FEHH0%
LIk Y, BEHHAZED > T L 2 EDHERET
&5,

114EMBLZ-AFTASL E, CohortA Tl
(TFEIARW ] 2Bw0) [21C] (11.7%), [fzkE+
BRI A (9.7%) 2SR D TW 5,

63



®6 [HBEECET /XL

AE] BER] » 545 BEER

(BT %)
CohortA
wavel—»waved waved—wave? wavel—wavell &at
KN A 0.0 0.6 1.7 0.8
e + s S AN 8.4 12.7 8.1 9.7
(BH) A1 6.3 6.1 1.2 4.5
ABeH + ARA R - 5 2.1 3.0 5.2 3.4
E2n 19.5 4.8 9.8 11.7
FOAATKZE, BUBRAS R 2.1 2.4 2.9 2.5
TIANY—IZBASTVS 3.2 0.6 0.6 1.5
s 3.2 3.6 2.9 3.2
e - Bl 6.3 7.9 1.7 5.3
BERS - B 2.1 0.0 4.0 2.1
WA - dmT 2.6 3.0 1.7 2.5
KIED R 5.8 4.8 0.6 3.8
KIEOWA - 1 6.3 1.8 2.3 3.6
A 31.6 45.5 52.6 42.8
SIFARE 0.5 3.0 4.6 2.7
100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0
BidEE (i v I udEt, A) 190 165 173 528
CohortB
waves—wave8 waveS—wavell &Rt
EIN A 0.0 0.0 0.0
R + R E AN 11.5 12.3 11.8
(RHD A1 6.9 6.2 6.7
ABEH R R - 5 5.4 3.1 4.6
2. 16.2 6.2 12.8
RCADSKZE, BIRD 2\ 0.8 3.1 1.5
TIANY—=IZB ATV 1.5 0.0 1.0
s 6.2 9.2 7.2
HipE - Bl 10.8 1.5 7.7
Bleds - 1.5 1.5 1.5
R - Rk 0.0 1.5 0.5
RIED R} 3.1 4.6 3.6
KIROWFA T 0.8 0.0 0.5
A 32.3 49.2 37.9
TIFARE 3.1 1.5 2.6
100. 0 100. 0 100. 0
BidEs (BEY > Fuade, AN) 130 65 195
2 CohortB FTATARY MIXBEENBENHDEEZ LN
wave 5 —wave 8 HITlx, CohortA & FHkIC 5o
[%1C] (16.2%), Fh%+hE%T%Jua% wave 8 =wavell MM TIX, (TEEMAW ] %k

GERWHE L2REIKRELEGEEZ HO TV,
FNEEDLLLEWVWLLWIITFAL TAXRY M ([§
W1 (6.2%), THE - HFR]) (10.8%)) B LT
LY TNVOEENPKE WV, ik, CohortA
LHRD L, ARG EDHR AT VAR O Y
YTIVICHEE N T WA 728, s, WERED

64

w@(ﬁ%+ﬁ%%$%i1ﬂ%)ﬁ%%k%

REG T SO, TR 9.2%), [(&H) 478
(6.2%) DHBRITHENTWD, TAEMELART
H 5 &, CohortB TlX, [ZIT] (12.8%), [HzkE
+HREEA ] (11.8%) DEIG A CohortA FAk
WZE. [HEIS] (7.2%), [WE - FR] (7.7%)
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LS4 TARY MV EHAETAHELH V.- TW
5o

JPSC 2B %, BiEHBmERNTLE, O
[ + R A, @I, GIFsEE] THE -
B [HEES - WE] D54 74Xy beho
TWh Z EDHEREINT,

VR & Bl

JPSC 12B1F % d At G O R R IR 4 BE D4
Wik, €M E NG 24~34 % (CohortA), il
24~27 % (CohortB) &, MEZMAT 4G NE 2otk
ERHRELTVD, T ) ITHVIERIZRE
THILITLD, WEECWEL E ot L), 2
MWD SRR IA TAIANEBIET AL %
AAEOMHNE LTWD k2000, LaL, £
DOKIT, T4 74XV MOBEITHEY, BEE
DHAETHE V) ML PEATWS Z LA, Fib
L7250 R SRR E 7.

REITIE, BESHEFHIE 2 554 7 2D [ME
ZOWTERLTWELW, FFIZZZTIE, #
HIRMEB OG5 25, BEOHE N T A%
EETHIEEHBNET Do

NS RIAEIC X 2 HEEHITEZ Wik T 5720,
INFTSIESELHEDPHEINTE KY
954 L, DComplete Case Analysis, @Imputa-
tion Analysis, 3 Available Case Analysis ® 3
DT HIENTEDY,

FHFITB T, HRANA 7 A2 ZRE L7 HE
1o %A, L SHWHN B DH, Heckman i
Bt THSH (Heckman1979) o L22L7%&A36, Wik
2L B354 7 AZHEENST HB512, Heckman R
O, UTOXD GEENSH AL ENHL ML
hoTWwh,

& — 12, Wooldridge (2002) 1 & 11X,
Heckman #£5HTi%, T8 AIEINZ W,
BYH AN L CTRB 2 o EA T (Rhh
) 2EELTWED, NAVT—F TOME
HHERBEOEE BT, WL OhDhMEZE
BB TERwE W) HIEIL, BNERE RS
5L ZREEICLTHBY, Heckman HEFH%
LWL Tw5Y,

H A BB e R

# 12, Wooldridge (1997), Terza (1998) T
(%, Heckman EFHE, FEMBEHEROSE, HE
DOHEFT S (exponential regression) TL 72, H
WBEZENTELRVWI EAIRENT WS,

ARTlE, RBMEFRELT, BEICES
selection % % H5A 123, consistent 7 IERIEHE
25T & %, Inverse Probability Weighting ¥
(LF, IPW &) ZHw, BEIC X DHERANA T
A DN#E % 17 o 72 (Fitzgerald, Gottschalk, and
Moffitt 1998, Wooldridge 2002)"c = DFi%, Bl
%% MAR (5 i3 MCAR) &fRELTH
D, IPW oF WP, t — 1 KD o#ig
THEZRH k2 A L L, #hE sy I —
(ciy = 1 IZMRBEI A %, ¢, = 0 3BT 2R T) & Bk
GUHEKE L7278y b (wlLidayy )
TP/ OENTHERNS, (% wave TE12)
FE L 7cHBBE I B RERR () OWEERE, &I,
BMWE LT HEFBEEBICHL L IPW &
weight DU} 5 HiETH 57,

ZZTIE, v, 3ITE L RXOWBHERICH
728, x, \THHERICH 72528, 2, 13
HREFEICBIT Dy, z, 2&0HEREZ>TW
%o HERTA (F(2) 3RS, o CIlIRSHsEIR
M) DT X)) I I T 5,

N T

> > (e/pi) LogF () (4)

i=1t=1

IPW BTIE R E T T, 2 R OHERT A
Bbo H—OFETE, WinmEHEEHEET 2
BRIZ, SRARIAEEEIC BT 2 1HHIE, & wave 128
W, SRS EAERLIE S B &) T L
THMBERTH D EIRELTWAD (Wooldridge
2001 p.588, Wooldridge 2003), Wi, FHAW)
R BT B IEWAS, E %, PHARGE HHEHR
F&ETH0E) DI L THENGERTHL I L
ERLTWwWd, AT, ZThzrt IPW
(Wooldridge), 1/p;w &3 %5

piw = PCey = 1y 24, 25) = P(cy = 1y,

Ty n2y) t=2.T (5)

F 72, Robins, Rotnitzky and Zhao (1995) T
&, Wooldridge & (B4 ), FARTEE I ML
LTwiifitEgEZEoEHzEH#LL, »2o%

65



wave OMBERIER (p;) 1&, HAEELETO S O
ZEITAALZLDZHVTWS, KT, 2R
% IPW (Robins, Rotnitzky, and Zhao), 1/p;x &
T 50

b = Pley, = 1y x,) = Pley, = 1yy o
Ty Cypy = 1) t=2.T (6)

Die = P X b X X Dir (7)

AR, BEEBE LT E/- (WEs) %
BEAIHZE B e LW ERNC B 5, HER N A
T ADGHEAT 20 BHIC X 2RI 5L
HEFT~NOEBEE, DTOX)ICEZOND,

9, REEIR WHMAZER) 1252 HHHE
BOMEOBINHESZT SN D, DR S,
KBS L 72 T HHE L TnwA T LT, K
W TNRD vy, STkl v g
INATAWBEEL TS, THIZED, HEsER
W2 L CHBOD L ZEH O EAH/NEHE S
TLEOTVLRANDLED S,

Bz, EfBEE L TEL T LARERIROM
REBOTVLETLE, KLYV TIUHN
HLRTWHIAYD L6, EAHERE LT &
W RRO—EH, BFEICL VRSN T, Ei
BTH A LHHREHEIICE 2 283N 2
SNTWELILEL b, T2, Y TWEEIZK
D, BT T —7 LTk, THEELTHE
DO B NITFEHS L 2 WA WA 2 12> T
LEwv, fEEREEHETHSD 2 & DM,
ETIEARL, AOBBRIAELTLEY, EfR
THbHI EPREEEIRICE 2 5 IEOEEB MK S
NTLEw, #@/NMEEEZ->TLE D,

HHITHLHTF TG, ERBERL - - TN
NA N7 EORERRROX PN, RHES - BRI
LTHEEZL > TWDL I EDEITEIZBNTY
RENTBY, FRZ, PEZOED RIS L
T, X=b - TS b rlD7) — 5 —iEERE
LIART, IEBULSERCE A ISR R DTS »
GBI - 81T 2005) o FIREEINADSZ D4 DU,
WHEZR EDONECS KRB E G252 LERL
TWwh,

ZHLkL I Yay  c N TRAERET LT

66

Wiz, AR, Lito 250 IPW :x Hwiz
#2479

F 70, MESEIRBEROFHATRE LT, I %
ANV TN, A —=AF =Y MEHRETHETS
NTW5, FORFENBTED OEEIRICE 2
LB AR, BOFNE T LS DOFENDML
LB S D/NBECRAERE Y I EORERO A T H
WwWTwb,

Z 2T, M D Cohort I2BWT, BEIZA
CEBRLG 2 T2 [#HE] TEIAE2RY, (F
YTNOWLERH L) W Cohort & 7 —Y ¥ 7
LF—=% 2T, VOHEFINA T 2D %
190 BB, HWICHWDLYTH 7V, midE
CRIBIRETH>7-HE L, T2 TIIHTH
DIEPRNDHE R BT, FEFRFELTHLY T
WVIZERELTW5Y,

F 72, IPW 2R3 5720102, Mkl 2 %
HEEFCTH W72 A$UE, IPW (Wooldridge) T
X, FAEWEREICBIT S, KRAOFE, AR
"I — (B KRH, zofoiti=Lv7 Ly, W0
M), BlEollm, RANFPE (b3, mikzE,
HMERE=LVT 7L A, BHIRER, K¥E- K
FReR), ARANOFER CGbgift), FEEERK, EHBL
W, ) ANAHED ) A H T, FETLIC
Fuvty MEEF T, SR 2 R L 7z
—7J5, IPW (Robins, Rotnitzky, and Zhao) TlZ,
BEEICBIT S, IPW (Wooldridge) & i UiEZS
BEHW,

Voo AT R R

IPWIC X 22 G L 72T L OF D
Jiti L T\ 72\ ORIGINAL & 7 )V DR DD
WZ k2R & L7, Hausman Test #4715
72& Z A, ORIGINALE 7 )V & IPW (Wooldridge)
EFNEORBICBWTIE, RERGHs TS
(x* =37.90), REDOEDVPHETH D L ORMRED
BoN (#8).

¥ 72 W B 12, ORIGINAL & 7 )V & IPW
(Robins, Rotnitzky, and Zhao) ETF IV TDH,
Hausman Test Z47-72& 2%, 22 Th, HR¥
WCHBLRENPRONDRRE B olz (¥ =60.85)0
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x7 BEXGEE

W2 TV I BRERE MIE i

MY I —
A

13 KA
Z oMol
T4

I BB - RIRGESEHE

W IEBLEESE (500 ABLE, ERT)
I IEBLEESE (500 AAd)
W73 — T - BERE

W Z Dt

R
Rk
DUEErEs
P
Ko - KEpBRA

LRISEIN)

AL CRAR)

EI GBI AR (RN)
Blar b ONE - £ 53—

1,387 0.119 0.324 0 1
1,387 28.959  3.359 24 42
1,387 0.317 0.466 0 1
1,387 0.567 0.496 0 1
1,387 0.116 0.320 0 1
1,387 0.011  0.103 0 1
1,387 0.387 0.487 0 1
1,387 0.474  0.500 0O 1
1,387 0.102  0.303 0 1
1,387 0.001  0.027 0 1
1,387 0.016 0.125 0 1
1,387 0.329  0.470 0 1
1,387 0.162  0.369 0O 1
1,387 0.267 0.443 0 1
1,387 0.224 0.417 0 1
1,387  292.228 125.887 7 1,120
1,387  702.249 490.406 0 2,740
1,387 3.643  7.391 0.0 131.0
1,387 0.177 0.382 0 1

HEBOBPRHREDOENTONVTAD L, (Y
WeAS/S— T - TUNA b, ZOMTHD, TV —F—
Kby & ) IR (500 ABLE, BT
DOEFARFITENZN, 0.261 (ORIGINAL),
0.263 (IPW (Wooldridge)), 0.293 (IPW (Robins,
Rotnitzky, and Zhao)) &, ORIGINAL o R %%)
FITHART, IPW T L ZRAEIEL o
THY, FEdh, HEHEENEE ST
CEDHERTE 72,

F72, FBICIERBESE (500 AKd) O RIR)
R, £ 0.040 (ORIGINAL), 0.044 (IPW
(Wooldridge)), 0.044 (IPW (Robins, Rotnitzky,
and Zhao)), F/2& 512, HEE - RIEMKLEZD
FRA#F 1, 0.033 (ORIGINAL), 0.035 (IPW
(Wooldridge)), 0.038 (IPW (Robins, Rotnitzky,
and Zhao)) EMROWMIRELEIIBWTDH, HEEHH
DN ED LT E 726

ZOMIZY, WREY I —, R RERESY
I—ICBWT Y, HEFMEOM/NEE DR T E 72

I &3

AFETIE, JPSCIZBIT B BE S OO,
F BRI X BHERT N A T A DSBS IR R &

H A BB e R

DL BHBEEE 2 TODEONPEMRET HL,
IPW EIC X A 2T o BTV EMOFED
b olzTEFT NV EDRBOLE#1T 720

I CTl&, —MmZBids s & Bg & ORI B
T AHMELMA %I, T, JPSCIZBIT 5
Biv& & Ot %, 1) Mk & LB T
DHEROFHMEILE, i) BiE s I — 2 8
B, AEOERERAERE L-7ay My
Br, i)t RSB 2 MIBIE S A OBEHEH 2
bh s [UER] OBREMHOSE, L 320
FETHM Lize ZOMER, HERME, HREE
WCHRLNILEOREE LT, WETEY, ks
BHhEDTA T ARV MHIRICBU 2 BE G
< O NIz FRIC, ERUHE CORBETFES I —
FEEAED T —212BWT, (FEHERICELT)
BEIWCETHD LI ERBEONT. T2, £
FHENICHEZE5 &, EREMEE TR, AAD
P NIT E, WAZBILE ST 5138, B
W DRV ONT, HFRHE T, Wi, K
N (3B, KO EERDOEALFHDBIEIZKR EZ W
3L, BT A S,

F225612, TEIREER] 20 BB % 58
L7z, T4 Tl + A l] %< %
HOTBY), HVFEHEICREST S L, [RK]
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®8 EIEEIRNEL

PW
ORIGIAL IPW (Wooldridge) (Robins, Rotnitzky, and Zhao)
" JE Y " JE Y "
FRL G h 5 e FRL ) 5 — FRL G h 5
A -0.010 0.003 —3.31"  —0.010 0.003 —3.30"  —0.010
13 K#BlT —0.032 0.018 —1.72* —0.033 0.018 —1.72* —0.028
(HTA%)
Z oMb 0.075 0.034  2.53™ 0.079 0.035  2.62" 0.074 0.035  2.42*
MW EBESE (500 ADLE, HAT)  0.261 0.116 2.93" 0.263 0.118 2.90"* 0.293 0.121 3.12
IR IEBLRSE (500 AA) 0. 040 0.031 1.34 0. 044 0.032 1.42 0.044 0.033 1.36
(I~ JEIEBUBEN)
PIME - RIEVEES 0.033 0.029 1.16 0.035 0.029 1.19 0.038 0.031 1.24
IR S —0.088 0.022 —1.95" —=0.091 0.023 —1.98" —0.093 0.023 —1.96"
[T &S —0.050 0.021 —2.19" —0.052 0.022 —2.24" —0.053 0.022 —2.23"
(B P22 RR)
[EEpNE —0.034 0.022 —1.45 ~0.035 0.023 —1.47 —0.034 0.023 —1.39
KA - REFEBEAE —=0.048 0.022  —2.00" =0.050 0.022 —2.05" -0.052 0.023 —2.05
s GBEBR) ifs (RA) =0.002 0.002 —1.02 =0.002 0.002 —1.02 =0.002 0.002 —0.96
B o/ - %D 0.013 0.024  0.56 0.016 0.025  0.65 0. 020 0.027  0.77
1994 4 —-0.010725  0.036 —0.29 -0.003 0.038 —0.07 0.028 0.113  0.26
1995 4 0.012 0.040  0.31 1.14E-02 0.040  0.29 4.31E-02  0.120  0.39
1996 4 =0.055 0.029 —1.57 =0.058 0.029 —1.63 —0.031 0.085 —0.33
1997 4 -4.92E-02 0.029 —1.48 =0.052 0.030 —1.53° —0.025 0.091 —0.26
1998 4 =0.032 0.032 —0.91 -0.033 0.032 —0.94 0.003 0.103  0.03
1999 4 —0.041 0.030 —1.20 —0.043 0.030 —1.24 -1.65E-02 0.094 —0.17
(2000 %)
2001 4F — — 0. 042 0.121  0.38
2002 4F -0.023 0.082 —0.26 -0.025 0.083 —0.27 —
& FOH 0. 554 3% 0.553  1.00 0.5573% 0.555  1.00 0. 3933 0.771  0.51
R % 1,387 1,387 1,387
Wald x°* 63. 930 66. 470 63. 040
Prob > x* 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000
B TE R I 0. 054 0.057 0. 052
Log pseudo-likelihood —478. 860 —485.774 —492. 226
Hausman Test
Houdifference in coefficients not systematic
x?= (b-B)’[(V_b-V_B)A(-1)1(b-B) - 37.90 60. 85
Prob > chi2= --- 0. 0061 0. 0000

1) 1%k, 5% Kt D 10% K, # 1 15%KIE TR A B

2) MOEMHDOAREMERL T D

[HE] REDTA TANY PREICZL D S ON
Zrotze 72, FRTHEBLE VI A XY M,
J& D predictor &£ % 57213 TId %L, K, KoR
BRICK AR, TS L TCHLIERT S
F—ANEAELTEBY, JPSCIZBITHHE% &3
FWICHERLERIIDLEEZ DN,
FOMEREZITT, NTIE, MHEBEIEGIH
LT, BiED G 2 BRI NA T ADREIZDOWT
#5720 IPW # (Wooldridge 2001 2003, Robins,
Rotnitzky, and Zhao 1995) {Z & % ¥ % jifi L 723
FHERICE B E, WA= - TS bl
DTN =5 —=Tho72HE T, PRI IEBE
KTholcH, HE - RIEEEB TH-12HD,

68

GRS RIS 97 5) BRARD AL, MR D
i L CwWR v ORIGINAL EF)VIZH LT, IPW
EHW 2200 F VI, (FI2) KEL{ BT
W5 ZEDPEREIN, 2 (Hausman Test 12 &
i) TNOLORBOEIEETH D 2 L DR
ah7z,

Y EDGHRERN S, L2 T h—E8
&L TnWB 2 & T, RIBY P TVIRES &V,
BTNkl gy  NATAPEELTWS
Tk, FRASICEER LS T L EHOMEENS
BN B T E DR TE T,

*am SRS B 72, NEKREA, RHEM, tFae3E, M
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#E, —MK% 21 4 COE 7u v 5 4 [H&R ok
SATILERESE] BETRESSME LY, 72 [HARI B
MRkl OFE/L 7 2 ) —OHIS, FREIA Y I ELCT
NS R %W o7z AL TEHEZH L LIF72v, W) ETYH
%L, REOBRY OFTRTUEEFIIFT.

1) 1993 4EIHIC 24~34 i Td o 72k (1993 4 & ) FHAESL) o
2) 1997 4ERFIC 24~27 & TH o 7 2etk (1997 4 & ) FAHKE)
3) b/ S A IVEAE, the Dutch Transportation Panel Tl,
7 HAE (1984~1990 4, 4E2 ) THY I F Ny TR
38%HWidE L T\ (Ridder (1992)).

4) Frz, BRBEZOFEmRE BEENT) kEoTLED
DI LT, MBI EME 2T TR, Fids b
ALTWL I EEREZRL, HRENH I & TH#E LTz 1r-
7e¥idr, CohortA OFRARIMATIY: (55 1 AFEE~5 4 )
DHREDVFEE %oz FABE RO RIIBIR L Tz,
5) ALBE, e, SwoFil, TEEN, RREIX, Ak,
NgETE, Aok, BT, KBGO, #eT, R ET, b
M, b
6) L72L, CohortA O¥pfy, FBHAEMM T LMD &, wavel
A5 wave3 Tl&, 496 77 7300 [ (Rk#elI &), 562 i 7200
M GBS, waved 205 wave? Tl&, 552 J5 7500 1
(RkAE M 28, 623 757 5000 1 GRAPBEE) & 04 10) ) wi
B, RICBWT, @R REE ORI BISE VA
Ao TWD A OB EIZKRL TRV,

7) ZZTIE, O—VRFIoWT, [HLw] [Ha)&H#ET
HoH] EMEL-EEL [FEY ANAHED Y = 1], ZhlL
Wofx M) ARBHEZL=0] &L LTwb,

8) TMEBMIMICALE, ARMIIBNTOR, EBHIES
HAT16.95% (REFEIIA#), 22.11% Gehli#E#®), /S—
b WEEERIGAY, 24.03% (REBEMIZE ), 20.26% GEHIB
W) LENZTNHEINICHERISES R SN2, BT
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