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MEFIMNEFFEFARNLMARER

"R THY

NBREMNEFILEZFEHROBRGFAEEAREFFOMRE T X, ALHIEF I 2T
BFFHROB BT TRAZANRE . FESNMTINEFIERLKBEFT T THF 5 LHF K%
SHBEOTKR MNEFINZEFRMNEREGEEER ARNBE I EEFFHLEL L L2
K F R EMERERNREH PO X BARG TRHAARTT R EEONSE, £
MRS FIRAPGR N, KX AL B EZFFHR TAIAIE F T 7 % 7T i A £ 09 B FRM, 5FAF
ARG R T ERITTREZ,

XER AEFT KHE AN B R

Bl FOAR B A LSOk TR TAE RN A 7 16 sh b i R T AR A . Bl 40, Facebook fiE7E
RS N, Sird REAS B N Y15 5, A IRAE 0% B R B 0T B S0 A, IR SR bR
- HRHAE T AL AR ¥ 2 (Machine Learning) 3R KR . A2 ZHlde7 2T 7 B SCY B2 B L I8
AL 7 2 o — 2R R T ALR 2 1 — A 7 AUk (Alpaydin, 2014) , (B N SCH A BE R B
B —MEGE TR TR Gt 55 2 R AR BT BOR . BLER 7 2T 1 D7 iR A AL )
7 M T T B A AR U O FUBOK B2 B SR R R E B, P2 2T E RN LA
X R R R P ATz BRIE (W 52, DL & TR AN A WK O AL o T B B As 28 9% 22 B i 5
77 & (Athey, 2017a; Varian, 2014 ;Belloni et al, 2014 ;Brynjolfsson & McAfee,2014),

MBS g, HLAR 27 > LR R 24 21 B TR RE I — A4 &8 43 (Taddy . 2018) . B J& 24 i
N R SRR AIE AN T A T K By g LAk A R S 2 5 S T 3 TR SRR O BIE 5T A AR AR
A (Agrawal et al, 2018), g 1 Bt I EAE N T8 REGUAY F AR VE D, B 55 B T 2017 4E 7 A KA
TO— RN TR BE & AR ), B AE 2030 4R 3 [F A9 AN T8 BE RIS £ R 5 3 HIFE SV B 3k 3] i 5t
G I O TR R TR R L U] B OF — AN TR AE A BRI ) 7E 5k
P R R e AL A o~ RINE RETT 5 LB TR BB TH A A AT B0E 10 [R] N L 38 R ) 4 T AR I ST AR R
R HE S N TR RS 0 Bl B0y 3T M 2 2 SR A O A B 58 SR & o DL SO R B 27 B R R
PEWESEY . 2017 4F 10 H L ZERHEFRAESE (9 B R AR PR R RCR T o AT 4 TS N TR R O
o — T BT — AR 2% T B 5 HOR Ty oR S T [ AE AL & o 2 0 B o il vk 5 | S AU 4
PSR — AR o F IR R IR AL 27 2 X 48 U 24 W9 05 12 A S 0 IO T LA B AT ) B 4 b 2 A AL
A 2E 2] B PR, SO T IRATT T 22 b Al AL A% 2 ) T H DL 2 B 2 R O O kL O A 4R v A S0OKS M
JEE 1) [5) R AN W 3 R i 1) AT 5 400

TEA SO AT B R AL &5 25 2T 19 7 Bk il A 22 5 20 B RO HE 28 op , 1 N DA JLAS 7 A 2R 1 X
LW BYFE A - (D BLE 2 T 058 LA B2 5 (O R R AR B 5 50 R , B IR AL 4% 27 > DU 46 4 i
T\l T ETEIE (3D I BB T e el i 1 28 T TN 0 o A R s (4D BILA A ) TR R R R T e
]

x HAFH TR, PREMERXFERFFHR, W E %A, 100081, & F ¥ 4 ; huang. naijing @ gmail. com; mingzhe
1619@163. com, &M E & FHAMEEZIL, X 8 f .
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Bl 2 2 A ALER AL 7587 09 4 A T 5 i B (8] 26 A DA e 1 8 Dy 5 T AN e ik e ) [R) AL, ML o
)R ECAT 43 B2 G W B L AR 2% ) OB AL AR 2% ) iR AL o 2T R B AL AR S T

1. ABEMNEF T, AW EPLE2 > (Supervised machine learning) £ % [l 28 % Fi I [7] 1 J&
T o 75 B0 B AR TR e AR A L AL R AR AE (o) TG B A bR B (8 () & 38 5 24 SRR IE S5 AR &5 2 [ Y
RS B L 28— I = MR B — A B AR Y (Kotsiantis et al,2007), X KR, 24 1 % 3 AO4FAE © i, 3k
AT AT LA FH 3 A d PSS AR T & A9 AR 5 (E . X Pl o & B S R R AT S B L 5
TR Th RIS A E SR T2, AR A BEEILSGY I IFATERIEE v 5« ZH
(9 56 25 ] DAAR 8 B8 A B e £ 0 R 06 09 R B0 2, 7T LLEE S io B8 4005 19 [) 0, I e & AR 4 i R A 4b
T GE 7 3% X5 A% 58 2 B SR 43 B v i SR B AR S —FF L 7E T 40 S e AR A S IE 43 B o AR
MATAEAECTE WS o AR BT S EOW AR TH R GE T e B MERh . M pLaS 5 S i B R & T« 28 &
XFF y BIACE , I RE B SEB AL T2 SR . X R Aablgs 2= > Br Al o ok i 2 800
FEANE & — 2. HEn, & FH A EEE 2 1 804 CAn Python (R %5 iR #5A AR I A9 3R A6, AT DU R FE A
Hh S P X 255807 (Pedregosa et al,2011),

2. REBMEFT, WP XA O b= 2500 S s iR, 50 N T 7
SO B0 HE AT FR T A BAS K e, DATTT BB AR A5 A0 & RRAE (o), 1T 3 A AH X N bR 2818 Cy) 1R B0 A A
(Gentleman & Carey,2008), T A RZEAE . FATTwE TCEARIE 1R 22 (HUONAE 545 2518 ok $ 2) F i
RO TR AR AR, PR, TG W B AL Es 2% 2 (Unsupervised machine learning) B fift Pt 11 2 55 b — A4~ [a] 5 . 24
T X AR bR T AR PRI ORI SCAS B0 Hs i, Fe AT A BE AL A 7T DA D KA AR 5 v & BRI 22 [
AT LA AR — S AR A AR A, JF 48 B AR AE 1) MA R AT — & . T U2 Ml de
TE 3 I TUT- AN A ZE 1 T 0 5 DA TG 5 A B2l A B0 2 0L . T WA L 4 2% ) v o M 7R %) 48]
R H (clustering) . Athey et al(2017) 75 BF 52 4% W23 5] ¢ P 7 BIE 28 55 oA 14 4 J0CHIn 10 6] 55 1] 4ig 1
LI 5L el I Ao AL 28 2% > HOR X7 ) AT 43 28 . 78 25 e AR B A ) L BF 90 G A 0 X [] — i i)
DAL A A ) A 27 [ 41 1 52 ) o X R BOR AR AR TG P A T 0 HT L 0 2 R AT 19— SR S AR
PF OB & BURIRAESE) AT LURSE JH 40 B — sk A6 09 18 B s U0 th 4B i 26 50, e oh  7E AT 1%
SE Ry a1 A 53 Ay Z A0 FRAT L AT DA Sl 3R 2 SR A 0 71 i 2 ] A R DG 1, R BSCHE R AT — S R AL B
PIFEAR it & (Hodeghatta & Nayak,2017),

3. BRALHUE F T, A, FRATICEE LRI AW 1 — DS A LF IR T AT AT W — R R
S 2 S5 A A A BE X FLHE AT IEAL . B R AR DM R E AR R s T 2 R A
BEFIWT . DRLL , 5 A PR AL A 27 2 AT SR AL L 78 2% ) (Reinforcement machine learning) 3 A8 HUE 4K
SEC AN EE B AT 25 2] TR AR R W AR AR I RS Ll R R 2 IS 2 L SR B A
LS R 72 (Taddy, 2018) . 3K 4 AR 28 i T 2N T8 e 4503 o 40 % N 288 LA v = 1 BT 7R
24 (AlphaGO) (Z U RENLAF AT H S 2B 3 4

4. FBEMEF T, MEVSFTMEARRE B2 I T — IR 5 B2 S BOR, tin
B A W B DL AR 5 2 R0 G W B AL A% 2 2T A 45 & 1 2 W B HL A% 2% 2 (Semi-supervised machine learn-
ing) . X —HLAF 2] 5 2 & 1T IR AL B E J B rh — SE O AR 2 (B I O — S TC AR 28 {H 1Y 1 L (Cha-
pelle et al,2009) , & F A2 W B HL A% 27 21 W35 B [ 5 Cco-training) L #% 5 32 5 ] i Al (transduc-

tive support vector machine)%§ ,
—MBRFEIEXHE

SRR A BUBOR T AT T RO A9 IR B e ORBOHE”  H ZA R AIE J  R Bl A £ Rl
B, Wate Ul A P LI B B AR 2 B AT RE R R AR . KA B R R A
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A AR ARAREE ) T I S A 2K . Varian(201) /040 7 — 26K A TT 24 w) b S 09 J7 2 Al Y
A, LT AR PR T 4 R AVEE B9 SQL B AR AT 84 1 FEAY Open Refine Ml Data Wrangler 4§
FR . FHWR KRB I o Ak 2278 b Y e AR BE A . B SO 2 L RO B S BOR i P AR
ARSI 1 26 80 A 45 4k #8325 (Blumenstock, 2016) , 17 EL X T 45— A4~ WL AN 1A, Fe 1748 AT LA MAT —
A AT T AR HEAT AR A . SR, BEARLKE R B N T T & T AR R Y B Y A R B A R
PRV I R AR T s . XL BILAR A 2T v Y T W B AL 2 0 B R AT LA B AR X T AR E A T O vk
e VAR FE Ao 5 B L DA B 28 0% 2 AN BB SOAS | A AR R ECHE AR IR R & 0 B R
B T FRATHRE XS R AT A B L2 A A B AE DG R HE AT A

(—)NBEISEGEE

LAk N TR — B0 48 M Bk 1 [ER B 3 T R B H 41 mT Ll 43 s 2 b T4¢
THIR R AL & 2 2 BOR T LIRS [R] 1R R M AR R 6 AT A B b 4 B A 28 05 3 U AR .
-5 B 90 3 O 8R 1Y 72 B R AR R AT DE IC DA 2 ST R e R AR . TE ST AT & B A R U
BR T A SRz A, TR B A =AW i AR 35 (AT LAl F T2 R 2 AIE Ay 5 8 2 A A o
B AEAR KM B 52 25 A A8 . LR AN, He 1 B RE JE VY S MRl 32 380 o B A8 . EL S MR DA B S B
W LA Jie R V5 R ARAT y S BUE 7 et Bl W 2 A HET Y . Burgess et al (2012) WF 58 EIJE 1 AR Ak
A 0 i i AR 4R T RS rh A st i @R 28 4k L DL B2 Ly O U0 o 1 AR ARGR AL 9 R B2 L O DL A
TH X EE K JEXM BREIRENR S . Jayachandran(2009) 518 T 1997 4 K EJ JE £ Mk K K fIr S 380
2SR YR B LBE TS A R 38 ) TR AT IR AR R H S S B R B RO A B (AR 0 5 A T
PARREE UL 575 e i) B L G i fE . (2) T8 MR Mo A% S 808 AR B 3 9 =5 1B) 4 BE 3. Marx et al
(2015) W58 SR BUEANXT T G B 9E AT S A 52 ), e T 230 R RS v i K 22 40 55 2 4 01 FH 4k iz J8 T, AT ok i
T A 1 J= LY TH A L2 85 A 2 TOURO 38 T 8, A 0. 5 DK 43 BE 31 T8 R TR el AT LA 3is Wi b 7 3] 3 o
25 5 R I A S X K BE I BT AT . AR, S (] 4 B R AL R AR () BR . Bleakley
& Lin(2012)WF5E T Hiu3E 2R 55 % 100 28 0 0% 2h i 52 ey (0 1 28 B 43 9 30 1) 8¢ ] Rt B 4504 L e mT A7
ST A A (R M DR R T Bl K P T — M S S R AR C A R F R R, (D
TR EMG AL s vz FL ) R 4K = %45 B . Donaldson & Hornbeck (2016) AF 58 < fi%
AR A 7 H ) S e B AR T — T TR SRR 1) AR A AR X — A R ] DL A TR R
Attt 50 R oA AT AT b DX AT ol R AR 9 %) 7 B A2 Ak

T o g R R 10 SR S 3 B I R I G R U IR L Tk R v [ G =z G T
Z2U R R BT SR DR AL 2 2 RN A e T 2 5% S 98 O 2 A BT 98 B B Il A, 36 mT DL
T O 3T S B 1) S AN W o TR R R SR AR R . BN, Jean et al(2016) B K H AANIEME K (@ H
FIE SRR 513K B R 4R RE 3O 195 20 BER TR BB L o 1 Al (5 JHAIL 2% 2% T HoR
U EURFHE R TE R 38 75 Y0 B XBR B R IR &8 557 i 284k . X b 7 R 9 o) — 0 RUE TR Al
FHAFF s, Rt B AR s 9 7 J 1, 55 4081 4 b 5040 1) Gl 7 6 A T 24 FF il ] DL LT T8 AR
Hb X F R A A /N I AR B 0 R 25 ME AT RCHE T 7 2 [ Z Wi AT 4 T R R AR B R L
I3HT .

B TR E R A, — S B A it 45 T 38 (5118 5508 (Google Street View) i 5841 X Y 1) B 2 4 4% Fil
JE RIS R, 25 3 R © 4408 T 100 24 B K 16 AU SR EE LA T 5 1 i 32
TS % . Glaeser et al(2018) ¥EHE 2007 — 2014 4F [A] 12200 5K 4129 Fl 3608 5 i -5 i 7 57 PRI %2
FIIHBLES 27 > B B 52 55038 (Naik et al, 2015) BRI G b S50 00 W 3 1 R B I8 28 S A 15
B s 1 5 E A X A (ACS) B4 AHZE A, WE 5T 41 20 LU - kb, DX %) B 2% 2 B () A,

(Z)NMBEI SR HHE

FAL R B, LA 27 T WA A5 SCAAR 5B 138 0% 5040 >Fe 5L, DA T A4y i o 7 2L S0 3 I &8 0%
febn . BN, 2L T AR K ) 4K 4 RS AL KR OT X R B A LA 35 B 5 IR BOR A 2y I AATT3 ai JF

— 117 —



BHEITEE vssem

ﬁ?ﬂ‘ﬁﬁéﬁ?ﬁ%fmﬁgﬁiﬁﬁ%E"Jz:fﬁi‘@(economic pOliCY uncertainty)ﬁf%ﬂélﬁ@?é m %Eﬂéﬂgﬁ\
FE % 51 25 (Stekler & Symington,2016) Fl [ bR 6% M 3 4 41 21 (IMF, 2012) @ ¥ 45 . 3& F ARk
R JUF SR W A R T BB S ) S M Pt 2 S B 2008 — 2009 4F £ 5% H BLKIE FE R W BRI . Ml ATT A
7 AN A A M BOOR 2 1R A ol G RE A U B AR OR BT R A I AT O 2R 2 O S U i AP AR
(Bloom,2009),

R T BN SE R b DX T SR SR, FRATT AL B A S b U B E MR TR bR . F &
S 22 AN 2 M BOR #0222 5% TR 1 Ccounter-cyclical) o 3 HL7E £ B R B0 A B, AS B 22 4 X 8 5%
AR5 M 23 E — 20 i, PR — M ) A0k 2 LA T 3l i O 27 5 1 rh Pkt Hh S A Rl L 22 TR e LA R Y TR
T AR U 33 2 G B 1] B A A S5 O R BOR S Af RE ME B FR BE (Alexopoulos & Cohen,2009;Jurado et
al,2015) . SR IL S o (4 17 L 2 o K 22 B0k 5 e ] — R S S M) 9 SC B3], AN 2 557 AR E
SR 2T RL R e A 3k SR T T AN BE U HH BT I R RSB E M S B R XS TR SE L P A4S T
ST DG B ) BRI P 35 A5 AT TAR R AIF 5 AN (] 288 A8 1% AN 0 o R X 8 B K RS e, il dn, — sk b
RN 4 Rl G LA 5 YA B 2 1 o oy 2 X5 Al 8 4% 95 RN 48 B 31 %) (Bernanke, 19833 McDonald &. Sie-
gel, 1986) . FKETH 2% (Fernandez-Villaverde et al,2011;Basu & Bundick,2017;Leduc & Liu,2016)
DL Kz 4 il T 37 1 il % A (Kraft et al, 2018 ; Gilchrist et al,20140) 2= AL i s, (A&, 9 —i 5
BTN ™ 5K AT I ASHA E 1 o 2 %o 22 B 17 AR BB R ey L% 9% 8 B s B 28 B 4 K
5% (Segal et al,2015),

BT bR ) BT Y T 7 SR 02 JF AN MR EE I — 2R 10 O S R] T A B I b s 3 B B A
TR ARG T8 T A 32 R0, DT A AN 0 2 P o 2 O 28 55 T A ff 2 e L 8 0% BRI A A o e 4 Tl RO
AN 2 M A 2 P R B ik — X 43 J7 AT L 43 BT S () 26 10 AN 5 A ] % 45 8 R 7 7 AR
Wi, Larsen(2017) 78Xt 40k 5 I B9 R R 48¢ 4 B Bk ) (Dagens Naringsliv) {E 28 4 iYL 50 J7
ZROBT I EAT 23 S L A T Bl 2 > b B9 B 2R 5 7 23 L % (Latent Dirichlet Allocation, LDA)
MFR® FHBAL”, LDA J&—Fh I B g o 20 7 i e BB B A I AR il i i 9 — A s 2 A &
R, JF M 4 o R e P ORI A A Y . AR A T R R B T — A BT B AR S — A T
Hh R HE AR T R Dy

T
P(w) = >, P(w, | z = j)P(z, = j)

Horb e, RO B3 7, 2, R B3 ¢ Bk AR R 8 P (o, |2 =) R Bie] 7 ok A 288 mHER
P (=) 3R N 320 Hp 6 5 B ) (0 3 T sk — 2% 38 P 40 2 DA 221 2 AL o o 3 A (] 19 P i) ok
. A W s i Bk 0 — > B 7R 4> 2R B A R R AT R OR

Plw; | z=j) = ‘f’if})

/E:':P »Xﬁ?%g/l\] ﬂ]wi s%ﬁﬁ]e [17T:|’wi€ {wl s Wy 9'ww}o MW,é/l\jI_ELﬁT#/I\%ﬁlm*
I AR AT R R R

P(z=j) = 6

Horp 3t FRE—Aj Md 484 €1, T].d € {dids s sdp}» D RAVH I ECE

MG L B3 AR E IR T 1988 — 2014 4F 1955 i 47 2% >0 4R Rt T 80 4> F AT 150 4
B Al AR AN PR E 45 U BLAOE R (P (w, [ 2=5)) . DL 1 A B A4 32 3800 1] L 3 4] )
RN 7R g BRLR] HH A 3 A 32 A A AR A BT B R R A B R R B R . TR OR X T 2015 —
2016 4F (R I8 o ML 07 1) o 0 BOR) HE 0 A IRER A JH 2 20 J5 A0 AR A 390 1 OB ORI PR TT BB Y 2
Fa s LA S ofe i 55 A [0 38 1) BT 335 10 AN 0 7 1 1 28 ) S AR RS

— S B X Fh O A T H A 2R A B 43R HE AR . Larsen & Thorsrud (2015) @ 7 — 4
FE T 3 R I 48 A5 i BU T R 1 i X 8 R M S B A 2 0 . Hansen et al (2017) i ]
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T2 ARTMECE

B1 ®mAEHM5H a6 T
FoA kR Larsen(2017), 8 % R 4 £ 8 o A T & I http://www. vegardlarsen. com/Word _
clouds/ .

F2 S AU 5% JK it e AT B9 AR BB e AT 40 2 AR T 1 SR A R0 WY R X T T SR R R R
Hoberg & Phillips(2016) 32 [ _F 17 23 5] 5C Flk 55 4 348 19 SCAS b G55 20 W] A AL L Oy i 280 ) A
BT R ) AR A T AT 28 . Kang et al(2013) F 5 7 [ b 3 2% 35 X8 T 1 SCFFRg 5 A 3t
BARITH DAERA LRSS R T AT HERE RS S mAET N TR .

(Z)NMBEIEHIEERE

T A4 (panel data) J& 48 76— B i) 18] P9 38 B[] — 2H A A 1% 28 Ak T T8 1 i B4 4 L R L 4590 46
w5 B 1R AR T R BT D % U A R RR T AR ECHE B LA b Tk B A S B L R AR 2
A VR B i A 1 5 1 22 D0 s BRI R T T AR B 3 B A A O R N T T TR AR R AL S
Bl22 B 4 508 55 (Wooldridge, 2010),

FEHR T ARSI T L B M AT R [ 5 R e e B L (EUBIE 5 A T A AR U AR BURE A S o T R A T
M KA . % otk I AL 2 20 e AR S0 AT AR [R] S 780 AN () >f 15 1 [ sl 6 1 250 90 DG e 7 — e, $ plk T
e B A N B G802 %) THI Al £ 0 45 DA 43 A B 100 A4 3 RS L B 0L RN 80 4 A T MY K M R
B SE UM 7 28 0% S0 A 58 T T I 490 S 3% 42 () A 55 A Q508 4 1y n) LA AR AN ) . 78 AR B B 4R
R DL M — A IR AR B (A0 Ak PR TR 5 55 ok 3 1 AN () 9 10 5%, H 3k 28 8 w5 A Ty s S T AR O o
W o AH R, 2R S S G AT DA ol B LAt ) AR £ X S AR g AT DI A A A — R LR R A L
Wik ARGy A B IR AACRE R AR, ER, D s Bl R S e R R BB AR TEAR 2 AR
FEHE SRR DF S AR B R 4, Ferrie(1996)KF 1850 4E Al 1860 4F YIRS 1 3% £ 10 S B R
fE— 2 , Thernstrom (2009) 48 38 W N3k 7 o 9 JLAC N #E4T T BE X, DB 92 AR B U ) [R) 8, 30 4 5
B 1) A0 A 2 i AR Y Bl SRR () B8 4R v R — A B R AT T B VLI (H X R Oy O ARE 2 i
8], 117 L i T AS [R5 Bl 38 40 7 UG e 5 45 A s A7 76 i 25t 25 3 L2 SR I AS — 3L,

Feigenbaum(2016) 7E M 5 W A AR BR i 3 1) R A, 42 1915 4E 3B BCIN A O A 5 im (X ) F 5B
FIE sk 5 1940 ARBIR N H A 508 (X)) AR B N id s 7E — ] . 1EH B X X iy &
—ZRI0 SRR AR AR R 44 AR AE B PREE XL TR AT R S 2 AHVE B A il sk . e, AR AR A 1 AH AR
P S S ARy 1Y) 08 o8 2 S R AT B T B 44 B A ALL M U5 5 Jaro-Winkler 5245 8 B B SR A7 £ (Goeken et
al, 2011, G AT LIAS 3] — A ARy 205/ T 3 A A PR B /N T 0.2 IR 28 XX, BT R E
FAEEIEE XX PRV —TFEXX MR INGE R E A AR 2500 1 X X A i A 4k i
5 aca A ZAAEBYVCHES 10U ZRER h 22 20 1 — D e AR SR JF DU PRk 1 B 48 XX P iy
ARSIV

= NMRFEIEEFTN

LR BN T i 22 U Y 2 BN 2 — A A 2 U TN AN 98 1 2 0L T I S ROV R TR AT R
+ > EE B X (Bernheim et al,2013) . FERT CA Z1 B JLIEHLAR 7 > Sk b A M B AL AR 52 2D Ok
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W[ T H (regression trees) . LASSO, BEAL # A (random forest) , 3 #F [1] & #L (support vector ma-
chines) . 1 25 M #% (neutral network) IR & 2% 2] (deep learning) S 3 A , Ky FL A AL T _F # 4f #,
ELHE) 1z i T i o 8 5 0 (] A

(—)BNEEER . FRENREISEEHE

A MBI B RO BB SR AU P iR/ AR R L R SR AR R
2R pRBR 5 T AR pR R 38 AR A B SR R R AR UL A PR AL 5 40, S AT — AL S R
Wk o) BRI Cod R B 4 oy, o) S0 TN B8 4 22 A1 9 730 50 B0 A A o It L AT 0 2 58 L — A
BUR BRI L (a3 SRR FE RO 5 P 4R 3 — A FL AT B 80 906 0 18 0 o 808 2Ky = £ (o) 075 U0 45
R SR 2 S 22 6 4 7 245 2 i B M B /IME ECL(F() )

SR LS B AR E W TR NI E ATk, 7 —RAZetk I IH B RIAELL T,
FATAEAEAE 11105 J7 B 09 A7 SO BT A 85 348 B R AR 1) A R AR i e, o (P SOOI B R A T A R R AR
(9 ZR A0, DT X 4 i o AR e AT T0000 o A B, Sy 7 SO S0 68 Ty, R A e R — i R A e 1 ]
AN AT SAE MR P 5| AR RN B x; GF£)) . B2 TR R 8 H R K1 IE N
T AT B b AT A SR AR A Y 28 B A T AR R AR A Y, HT R S 1 R A S 8 O E
B E OC  IF F BOb 25 R B R NI TSRS 20T v M HERR 1 B0 25 5L . DRIk, R R AL 22
HLIGURCA [A AR Y P O R A W A oA R L R TN A R R L K R 2 R
F AR B S B AR RS B RIE . EXRETE R ML 2 2 L AR Bt Be AR B Ok, B T LU
A 2 8 T AF S IO SR R LS B A .

P[5 U 4 43 15 (regression trees) S il , Mullainathan & Spiess(2017) B/~ T HLES 2 X 7 B 7E
F4y 3 B by A A PRI A Y B A AR . iSO 2011 4F 28 [ K P I A £ (American Housing Sur-
vey) P EEALIE IR 10000 A~ A 1 7 8o i 347 70 Bl b B2 50 b 7 s, B B T AR
150 5 55 = R AR AT DG 1) fff e A2 o CAn b o T AR L RN 38 B0 45 o 44 JEL S, < DA R 20 A 7 9 3 2 4
AR 1) T AR Y g AR AS A 3 SCAD AR Y — S R B AT AR AR — A A AR e CHP Y
FUALA T 25 B AR R HE) o M 40028 S 1) IO TR S RS 3 SCAL % 5 el 2 R AP0 R BB 1IN ) 7 i i AR AE
i, HEADLAZ B B0 O BN ) A 2 AR AE . KA R A S — > LM pR B, 2 B IR R R il (R ) B 488 i
AT R IR A R A (W) T R A T A5 T R I A R A A B e, T A4S B OC T B A A T (A
W IR ) B — 2% B AR R T LAFR AR AN () A R A8 o 1 28 BT, A (] A ARG gl 2 P 22 A 38 B I A4 R
1) RO B B DRI LA R AR LG R B . B b, R ARG 2 98 B VR B, I 4 — 4
FUGF R — A~ WA, H B WEAE R T DA — 2 00722 Jit 19 28 B30 58 56 M 480 1 ok b Bt 78 o 1k
PR T LS R R RAGE

(Z)MBEITM A ENNA

— B2 E B EUR LR 2 2 Oy T N TS SR P SR A L O 1 H R R A S A R i, Krue-
ger(2003) 38 it 43 Hr Ji2 AR B 22 800 %o 2 £E Ut 1) 52 1) L O R 2% E I e DL 808 i . Chalfin et
al(2016) [a] FATT 7R 1 Ty fif HIBIL 46 27 2T HOR T0I A 80 55 3 A2 7= 232 AR5l 2009 — 2010 4F A HR
() 664 24 B BOMHFN 707 24 18 5 200 1 I £ B0l , 3L o A3 45 B0 0 JERACE  #80: r NS E B A
9% 1800 B A BE A BE AR L, DA R 2 A B VAl 0 R A5 L B T AL 4% 2 > O i Ak o 2800 4 9 ke 5
PN . BE S L A3 A0 1] 58 [ 2 30U ¢ Jm Jie FH Y 1949 278 /Y A& 5, o e | s
HANMNE BRI A E LT 5 5 T HLE 7 S O Al S g e o sk ny S sss 8, VR & 8, 1 ]
BILAS 27 2] TO0 A Y AT DG 3 B8 o A AT N 3 DR SR S0 %) o e P 3 T e S Ak S A R

BEAN  7E — B0 R] A DX, B AT A AR AR B AROCE A R A ) ok e A R R N B DR B T
Ko N TP IEE R IR ME . Kleinberg et al(2017) i f] 2008 —2013 4F[HIZL 29T 1460462 32 4ifi 417 3h
M) ARG BT AL 7 A JrE Al i TR AN E R IR, B B FE AR A
A HE AR BT IE 2 LB o] DIARAR 05 B Canfie o AR SR ie 5% L SR 1T 48 s B s B R
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J5 S A5 Clnfige o N2 BRI S B AEVEBE bR BOE R 1 TR S A D R R i ) . AE
R ST FH 33k A 00 A5 Y W] LA ORIk T o B R D [RD B B R B 4 e T A B ) R U R
IR . Bjorkegren &. Grissen(2017) 7EH @ 15 FHVF 430 0K R B 66 F T L& 2 20 5 i AE# FUH T
BLESHE T A 3 A A3 .t T8 2 e b [ S e = A5 TP 40 i B2V 2 IR B A 7E AR AT 3
B RALAE Y 22 2 BdE . B2 WF 5 nT AR - HLECHE v 55 P s R B 0 A7 DG I AT D e Ak R T50I ]
FHR IR A, AN, — A 17 ST B A O 1T RE 2 FF HL T 2 OR A AR S IR B2 DL b, DA Al AT 7 2R 2
15 BT BB 8% AR AR DY 3K 10— 25 5y th BLEE 29 (9 NPT RE 23 A LS 2R 58 T AR AR LA N 45 AT 14T
W B, — N EERBUR Z B9 N AT e 9 A T s K AL 58 56 &R, BRI AT 90 A B8 1 09 B ol 1 2 1Y)
WESAS, B O T S 0 R AT B S e T T A TR RO L A0 T NGE R AR W A8 2 R RGE R AE T
EHRZW, EHERENTFHEIE P HEE T 29 5500 N7 M 48 45 - I 08 FH B0 IR AR J7 32 o Bk a5 i 44 %) 7
DALY

BLA 27 = 0SS 78 b, m] LA F S AR A, Kleinberg et al(2015) fff FHHL#R % 2 Ty i 0F 5%
TEFENATH AT FARM Y R, AR, B TR GBI AR & —Fp 248 H WL
16 PP IR T Y J7 125 o e TR S O T SRR OCTT AR A RN AN 9 v & T TR
AR o HORJS 75 AR I AR A . SR 3R 47 TR B9 4 &b 23 B 2 2B A7 i [a] (%) #E 7% 10 38 s IR
2T AR MR AR T AR R TR, SCEEAE AT 2010 4F 3 [ I 0G5 Bl OC Y B TR 1Y
65395 44 B A U FEAS B L AL 45 A 10 AR B AR IS LR 53 L B (AR B0 FiR 7 45 B GIEIR L
15 O S LR B[] A8 Ak . VR R T AL 5 5 vk T A8 3 R J5 BE T 3, 40 2R 1 45 2R R R
TE—FWNIET B AR LT TR, E XTI M Ao th i B T ALE = 2T 1 &
5%, Camerer et al(2015) FEMFFE sh A& 19 “JE L5 48 LR #]” Cunstructured bargaining) [a] @UHS , i L 4%
2 30 75 15 Ok b B K S R A Ao B BCHE L DL b O AT R R ) 45 SR W AT D 2 K . Peysakhovich &
Naecker(2017) B 5% T AATTLE T % 4 fill 7 3 XU BE AR 36 86472 BT 600 442 55 19 6000 IR BE#E 4K
P AL 45 55000 A5 M HEAT A KRR AE AR B N HoAZ B, SCEE Nk T AL AR 4 AT B TN AR Y AT S
SR 2 v AR THE T AR A PR 280 P AR Y | Sl e M A 40 00T A5 B 45 I 5 SR E AT IR R R
TAILAR 27 20 0% T DU AR 5 B B o A 1) T D AR

— 2 B AR AL A% 2 2 51 AT 28 5% 27 i 58 22 v, DA DR 30T 0 Y 43 TC 1) R, 91 A, O i
WAL TN R EREET R DARG 6L, Glaeser et al(2018) i F HL #5 27 >J 5 71 S 7000 HE A~
BT R AETB AT R B E R A A S (il FH Sl ok 48 5 TAE &G A n] Do 5 3 b 40 T A £ 51 B 5 A
D3, A G A A0TSR B AT 4.0 06 B[R] s AN 23 0k 20 T 3003 R0 = 2 A vk B0, ik — &5 2 i SR 4 o T BURF R T
M TAERR . Goel et al(2016) fif FHHIL & 27 ~J J7 1k A Ak 21 24 i e 8 A 22 £ 7 BOR (19 52t i 7
oS S AFE RN RIS . AT A 29T 4 SRy 29 J7 OB SR BUE 1R d o BT B AR D Stk
23 WS F A R BE N FRIE A O iy AR i A I HL A% 2 2 J7 Bk Al A R AR HE R A T
B AEE LI B A A A SRR s BB AR X T A

WAL, BILAS 27 20 T 75 vkt 4 K it 0 7E S ATk, Gu et al(2018) i FISE [ 3 1 2 HR ST
1957 —2016 4 [A] {4 A0 40 ot T i) 3k 2 15 532 A oA SR Wi 47 LB HUBCGER AR 94 A 5 IR IR R R A C Y
R AR B TR IR W A EAT FIUI P, iR g0 Ak S IR SR A R R — AR B B S WA A R AL 1Y R L
(Fama & French,1993;Lewellen,2014) , J{df FI 4 1% B 52 RFAIF (49 i 5 3500 /> ek 2 W0 26 1 10000 A5 4 1Y)
[ 5 5 i A 0 — M S ) AR SR M £ (H 3K R A% 458 Uy ik W AR TC VR AL IR T AN AR BEAE 60 ZAE TR
FE . B EF T 94 AN IRCEEIRER FRRAE 74 ATk B R 5 DA R 8 AN B W 48 B b AR B (i i R
Wi L 28 P 5 R 232 55 B 8CHE T 1 0 R AR | Bl AL R P S bt &8 ) 4% 46 R i DL Y A B L 2 2
T3 A3 R T e S 0 s T ASE Y A A e B A TN R R I B0 1 RS e A B A R R i AR
B o T A AL A5 2 2 O T L A% e 1 SR 5k TN AT 28, HLAE FORRAILAS 2% 20 O i v ] O AR R e 28 I 2%
Y T A5 SR B 4. [l B, Rapach et al(2013) 2 F LASSO ¥:7) A TH 5t 3 28 58 M 220 25 1) i 5 Tk
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ot 4=k B A T B B4R . Sirignano et al(2018) i FH i £ 19 £ 125 T > AR D3 352 FiT A L 4 X
ALk B2 () %

K FHLAS 24 20 A6 B0 rp A 0 L IE U0 Glaeser et al(2018) A 7 o 33 b T3 7 2% m LA AE — AN AR fom
(0 J2 T PGB [) B 45 2R o DT DAk 4 b SR B2 28 A B 52 0 . A R R B 58 v s R AR i A A% ek
i PR B & SN 2 AR S IR BIL & 2% 2T AR 77 0 AR A o3 B A b B 1

(Z)|\EI TN EFER BB

AHEL AL GE R T 07 v BAR ML 2 21 D7 ¥ AR B0 5 T AT — 5 19 A 3 (B AR BUR 23 A b Bl s
% 2] 7 YT REAFAE N R [ (Athey, 2017a) .

1. LB IR T LA RIFOGHEARINTM AL A I I T HLAR 2 > 77 A 114 T30 A% Y 7 B AR
M (in-sample) B A 58 36 09 TN RCR  H AT 25050 FH 3208 A0 26 F A A Ab B9 AR A 11 23 th B 2 100
Cover-fit) [M] {1, S BUH I A #E A 4h Cout-of-sample) T R (Yeomans et al,2016) , fif P 3X — [n] £
T8 H G AN R X TR0 BR R T 2 i — %2 ) FR i) (regularization) (Carrasco,2012) . LA [ EH 4 4,
QR IR AT B SRR B “ TR BE” (depth) U] 4 — 91 0] 5 ARF 1) 2K g JIT X 7 A9 AS 2 — A LA, T e —
LWL AL 33X T R A A 0 495 TN R 50 IN FO P 3 2 0 IR (noise) FRAE . IX AR B0 SR 25 T B AT Y 78
T A5 A AR A AR PN 108 0 R A 2 (EL A R SO FRATT I AR AR A BN 8RB 2, AT 122 %) T kR
B T8 2R N 22 KRR B 0 BRI e 7 = 40 AT Nz 3% % S0 bR KK A TR SRR R B0 B R R R R W HLER
2] — R I SEUE P AL Cempirical tuning) 977 15 AR B b 5 A2 8 7 A A 00 00 1L B ATL b K] 3 ok
2o — P AEREAS P LI, FH A T ot A5 Y, T DAt n A [ R B 0 R A s Dy — 28 Bl A A R A
AR B L0 o FH A Az 50 35k 4 30 0 R K5 ) AR A D 0 280 R S D v 3 USSR A A ) 0 R

2. A AMBFIBEAFITRESWE TRFHERANTFAL, Kleinberg et al(2015) X T 4 9%
A ) R AT T IR AR S BT VR S A AL A 2 2T BB X il R B L ) R T SR B B A AT
PEAT W B L A7 A P RO A R S . (H R L Athey (2017b) WA S HIL#% 2 > RE WS4 £ 41 25 ¢ PR 43
PCARAG AN Ao Jbk oy, 5 KA EE L L A8 2% ) S0 RE A AT R0 WO A R Y B 22 1945 5L L 5 T LA JE
UG AN R 29 3 S50 R S fe KAk H b o 0 SR 0 — S B3k 2B Bl 1 4 TiC 455 SR 38 AN il 5, 0 ]
DLE I 8] 2 T % ROk B B

3. MLEF I FAMAEA AL WA AR — e, FIriE IR E e, T T DUEEE — A R
I YRR 3 55— PR 05 rp W B B AP M IZ 4T . EPL &R 5% T oA AR 2 A0 SC Y 25 &, A 935 4003
g 5 HATEER R AL =T X X Y Z (8] A] GEAF A8 19 T A7 SR BEAT I R L LU F-# B
HEMBIADR T Y, HJE, X F1 Y Z (8] (1 58 SE 1K A AT B8 7E A W] (% i i) F s ) v i AR s Ak, i, 7E
HRIVEFR G A MRS B S FE B, o] DoE o WA 2 A SR HUI B, 4810, A IEAE B A
ALy EN A — 803 B ATRE S TE A W] A9 PR BT rh ol sr A7 e . Pt 7R 28 HAFAE AR C 307, iX AL
i A R RE L S 2 B E AR X T — G0 KA P R E A A 10 A A A R A
SR o 3K AT BEAN AR [A) A, H A A AR A A AR G, A R R Y SRR BT
BT A Y T vk ke B v R A A R E

4 WUE F ] IMALR TR A EAA BN I F . Bjorkegren & Grissen(2017) 4§ . 76— fili
FH T BUECHE F00 AR 558 5 VP43 A A v, (5 5008 1T BE 2 0 B R i 1 5 SR O Rk 1Y — SE R IR A8 i ik 47
NGNS e AT Sy B m] DAY Bl A R & AR A5 D8R IR A 3 st vT KA i s A
PA X AT A B S I D A (I . S ARUh , A 2R B R B G TG 45 IR SE 7E TR IRIR B R K
HEAE SR AP AR 22 W R BE IS 4 52 B BORT FE 558 71T R 8 3 3028 fluAT] Ps J2 1) 5 v A 0L 2 3 1 I AR BT IR Y
B4 . Athey(2017b) & i, Qi ey itk Bl & 27 > 8RS 25 55 1 N A 45 0 B 2 32 40 Bl R Sk B 52 1Y)
Tmz—,

M WaRFEI 5 RRAE

PR SR A B 2 T B 22 5 2 P B 53 A — A E RSO TS F B9 2 B IO A A — RE B 25 S
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AT ] — > 5 T A A 00 B HE 2 an SRAR A ST — S ] DR S O ks B Al PR R
SRR R AEE) X AR AR AT Al S AR S — A R R, H G SR AR Y — S TE AN AR
VIR AR 2 A AR A R TR R A IR R R, SO R Y R T AL AR A ST 0 T A A L K
WFFE H b5 538 5K KR HEWT A9 22 55 2 S UEF S A — 8 1 22 5 AH 2P E IR RO & A AR > — 3 it &=
LU E R O G TIF IR 2 ORI AR 2% > R ERR A T 45 582 ok, R T AIL A% 2% ) 50125 1) DI s o8 fige ol IR) SR 91 b
[a] 75 (Belloni et al, 2014; Chernozhukov et al,2015; Komarova et al,2015; Athey et al,2016;Cher-
nozhukov et al,2017) . FEAES S v, FRATTHE XS AL 25 2% > 78 PSR H 7 o 7y g P ARC— A 7 2R 7 A 8

(— ) flr it = 25 4k 38 2 e

T £ [R] SR 3 W7 14 SR R 2 7F 45 4 7 57 {)R 1% (conditional independence assumption, CIA) T 4 it
SEI AL BBV (average treatment effects), CIA BREHER T — RN T EZ )G, BAEGE R T &
(potential outcome) M 37 F &b FH 43 Bt (treatment assignment) . 75 AR % T 115 40 B 4H (treatment
group) F#E il 4H (control group) 2 [8] 1 2 22 S, wlt S Ab 3 43 B2 %) X 5 %0 7 ( Angrist & Pischke,
2008) . fHIE  AESLBRBFSE AR A7 AE R B Y 55 4k 31 53 e s SR OC 1Y Bl A8 1, AT I AN JH0 3 i 2
PhAR R Y QRIS T 5 AT IR S ) P A 2 3 B T 0 AR BRIV (treatment
effects) =AM . Belloni et al(2014) 1 Chernozhukov et al(2015) 18 FI7E W B HLES 2% 2] P ) LAS-
SO ¥R B 552 W W AE 45 R 1 e L DS 6, A% 58 die /D 3R Sl i d /M R 2% 8 7 Rk AR T E AR
PR 2B T LASSO 35 W 7E 5 /B 5% 22 57 05 R 155 oh ST T — > WS 45 485 570 S0 Al 11 5 00
GEZ MR

~ N P P
‘BI‘ASSO - arg"lin,@{ E(yi *Bo - 2 X jj Bj) "‘AE ‘ ,8] ‘ }
t=1 ji=1

Horp, y R R AR i s s B T — RV THEHI PR & (covariates) . AR, BEE A
ARG I, — 265 50 1 AN B R PR A R B e A s RN T DLAE AR AR P BE BIL % 5 [R] A5 R
AN A TFREAR 38 3 28 BHIEYE (cross validation) R BEFR i A3 19 A 1H . I 51 BR BL ik 2 500 Z 19 B
ApdE . B LASSO BYAG T 7 20 ofe b PS4t 28 J0H il T 12 (bias) o (R FRATT A1 R4 1T 3 4 10
KT AL RTINS TR RSB B & T RS — R A E (exogenous) [ w5
JfAdH T H AR £ 7 (instrument variable) B 1H PSR AN . HL A% 2% > J5 ¥t ] DL ZE 56 — AN B Bt
A 1RT A 22 v, BB A% 42 ey T L A2 X A A R e B A TR O, DA T 22 i 55 T RS o 1Y ) R (Mul-
lainathan &. Spiess,2017),

TE VT AG JE — > B St 19 DR SR 3500 B, FRATT 28 % il FHOBLUER 25 43 1 (difference in difference) . 14
T, AR BRSO A AR 1Y 8 SO BB SR X T AL E A Ml 85 AT S 59 52 B, AT DR BRI X B
BILAIBCRAE A A S A B ZH 00 45 50K 2 il A 1R 3R SE2 6 17 I 88 B8 A S 190 2 031 5 () I 5 EBR SR 0K A
DA FRARURRAE (b B L N0 028 5% R e 7K - 35 ) 118 A 5 it 1BRC 5 1)t X, Bt AL A JBCRA 75 A ol A Ay 45 7l
A, WL 3K Al A SR St P TA) 58 7S 45 B AT g B 22 ) 22 R A2 R e R AL SR X A
BB AT AR R . R T AR A B AL R BB AL Y AT e AR SR I R P iR =AY (D FER]
VA 77 e RS AT A S R DX AT F) 47 ) 2 5 (20 fff B 1) 5 29 VT C % (propensity score mate-
hing) Pk % ) 5 4 B 41 15 43 4H 3 19 Hi X AE R %F B 41 ( Abadie & Imbens, 2006 ; Diamond & Sekhon,
2013) 5 (3)ffi I & WL F il 15 (synthetic control) g 4b#EAL (1 B — 4~ BA5C (Unio) Q13— 4> 5 HARAE
e A ARLEL A e Ak 31 0 B 5 L o BR e S Pl 4 1 4L T I 22 A B ST i BT 3 10 45 2 9 (Abadie & Im-
bens,2011) , fHJ& , 33 #6525 38 H JC Ik A BEAF 76 K D A8 1t (95 B . Doudchenko & Imbens(2016)
K LA 27 21 7 12 0 B XU 22 73 f0 ik dh add B S A AT LAFE B 0k A P e, R AR, H
58 W HIE R S5 G BENS S Ak A 1 A 5 T M A b PRt ) — S B B T2 S DA
IAL R 75 A0 3 S A PR BT e AR A RO AR S E 2D M AR A i bk e b Oy = R
it 7 A SCHR b =AU 22 4 12 3P Ak BRORE S i PR SR A0 1) 28 B 8 41— 36 [ 0 e s R
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Xof W AR R 52 W) ( Abadie et al, 2010) | 7 [ 58T 48 — % 74 78 H X 28 3% & € (19 52 I ( Abadie et al,
2015) LAz 20 20 80 ARARH R 5 A% RO 26 Rl TN T i 820 (Peri & Yasenov,2015) . BFFE4E
SR FHAILAS 2 > 7 Ik RE 08 T R B b ) FH 4% o 41 b 0 SR TR B de KBRS R Ak B 4 5 s o
2 AR R RUE o DT AT A Sk 25 b o 5 A 1 4

e Ah W A B ¥ (regression discontinuity design) W42 704G 1 R SR RN BH g v {6 B0 —Fp oy
o I, FERE TR AR AR BUR XA N 5 38 3 5% e I, R T4 TE B R R 0T A ME LUORS o B2 5 9
b PRZR A 23 52 0 5% 22 S FRATTAS B8 1 42 LB SUOR IR LR SUOR B T (1 2 Sl 25 5% RTIMG L a0 231
TG T R I S G50 LR 56 3 Gt R A 40 PR 5 B A S, B AR X R A 3 2 B g5 SE Y Ccounterfactual) . BT AR
PRV BUR FLE SR NTEAR G 60 J8 2 J5 AT 400 2 4, W7 o5 1] 9 92 508 60 B A — AW i, JF R 59
B RGBS G5 60 2 Al GUOR B FAE B IR R BT B A 220, B, X T 59 &35 60 % F R,
S A SUBCIRBS:  E nT LUE VR 2 BEHLIY 59 2 35 1 35 28 S sl il LA 24 AE 60 %7 25 4 R B AT SUBCDR B 482
AF % B g5 52 3 Y, BATTT 59 % 35 Fl 60 % 35 (1115 3 22 S5 2 “ B A DR 7 BUR X A A 3% 2 5 i AR
RO o AR W SR XS 59 2 5 F 60 % 3 A A [A] B 1A 2% B i Bl 5, 1 % 19 22 331 T g A 4R 3
BHRR BT 2 5 X ARIR S A AR BUCR A 52 . Blde 2= 2 S RATHRBE T 50 S — Al 3 e =R
JRY % (Varian,2016) , 1] LIA# /N TF RIS F 59 5 & BIOREAS , JE T HLA8 2% ) 7 B Mt o AR 43 A 16
NBEHARE IS 5 3 A RE A 60 % 4l AR SR AT AT i 60 % H A A R I 2 i AT R S i, 3
W b R HIMLES 27 2T T VA AE U @8 A1 3R] LB v OB o ) 0 Ak ot 2 SR 0 ORG B 1 L H X — Oy B A SEIE
A SRR A R it — DR IE .

(Z) flr it b 3B 30 R 9 2 R 1%

TE I GOUL B 5 sl rp AT 1 D0 i — T IR 5 SIC it 1 ~F- 387 42b B A% 7 =22 A1b 30 % JH: kb 3320 )0
Y 55 i P (heterogeneous treatment effects) 82485, L7, Fe B BBy B 1E 48 T d A\ 0 %835 [ 1a)
N7 5% W i 5 R Y SRR B B L K S R ML B U TAE R S X — R R B R AR — . BUMERT]
TEDPAl S 30 HR ML 3% U1 B B, 7T RE 7 28 75 SR BUR X Tk B R [R) Ml X B R R RO AT A AN
—RERYROR . TR E BOR R R v FE 4 7B 8 X B S B 1Y AF T S R A5 B v SR A S it ek B v A AL
B, ARG TR T AR SE AL BASON (1 S B I RO T AR VAR A SR [l A A vh g | AP R 5 Ah 3
72 B 1 S FLI, AN, FRATTAR T LA [m] U AR R A 5 B — U HPWE 35 )15 B (] Z %00 XF TR Ok %
(Y R0 By PR

Y, =a+pX, +7vZ +e

Horp X, R4 i 28 5 (covariate) , Z, KR8 7 A 51 T2 B2 15 2R A5 5 b St 2 Dl (o 0 A ok U 45
LA 00 oy LR FRATIT G0 (91 2 40 BRARNE o FR S B 15 DIDG A5 0o b 8 22 Jalh f) B3 TR st
AT B TR R B RCR AT REAN A . FRATAT RUAE BB h 5L A X 5 7, 59 52 B, SR F 58 Ak B 2L
IO F) S S P

Yi=a+pX +7Z, +0X, Z, +&

o, 22 B AT I 22800 ROme T HROL B3 IR 85CR X T 2R 6 T 25 5%

AR 0SB D B I AR GE R T DT I CES RO R ECE SRR R BRI B G T
y MO B —BUG 1T (Athey &. Haile,2007; Athey & Imbens,2015), BE@N KBS EHHELT,
XL A RE S R, X R s AT IS R0 T A 3350 2 I o AR 4 oy A T A2 Ak Y . BIL A 5% > Y
D5 ¥R DAAE — 58 R B b oicadk 5 5 1 A B KO A9 F 58 (Asher et al,2016) ., il 1, Athey & Imbens
(2016) FI AL &5 27 23 v By PR AR 7 i R & A P AR 123 R R AT 400 43 . R0 43 B A8 13 6] 1) H I 7E T4
) J5 B 1A PR L A FRALON S SBTPE ) PR B S HIRA A . X RS L TS T 05 15 A 3K 2 A
o B A5 P72 A2 AR Y T B3 A BRE A 3 26 S RE 5. TE X 230 R A b2 1 125 e I, A AT]
AJ DAT1A5 37 Ab P R R 32 Ab BRAH 22 (8] (9 °F- 44 25 5 L B 235 0] P RS- B4 A BRSOV . RS RS ] -8
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V1) B 5P 245 b B0 N 5 AT A5 3] S5 0 A A0 I 25 2R . ilE— P b, Athey & Wager(2017) 5] A Bl #L
AR A B S i A T A L BE LAY O ST AREAS 4R bl IBCE TS AR ) RN R A, DU ST —
AL VEZ PR A PR AR AR (casual forest) o SR 5 X F 45 — > AR A, DA 3 Ak 25800 ) 230
ok 20 P AR i A 8] FH Athey & Imbens(2016) B 7 B AT 1155 35 S X AR 22 BB A 119 285 SR BT 35
A2 R R AR AR Y 25

(Z)fhitEaER

ASTA] T 1] 29 #8580 (Reduced form model) , 85 A A (Structural model) A% 4 B S8 M 22 5 1K H 4 34
WA A H 5 il i AR 2 AT o DTS 45 BF 5 35 1T BE 96 23 r 28 BF BOR 9 4% S AL L 4910 4 2 W 53
B v 5 FH Y 3l 25 B HL— 8 Y A 455 7 (Dynamic Stochastic General Equilibrium ModeD) %, {HJg& , K #Y
4 25 AL BT HRLE AL AT AR 22 (1 2 850 AT 58 3 7660 T A% G2 1 T 5 2 ke Al o 45 A0 BB i, 2 TR Sk 5040 114 FR
il 75 207 i B9 £t 1 (Bai & Ng,2008) , i FHBLAS 2% 2J B 5505, W] DAAE — 5 B2 B b o5 3 29 4 A3 780 1) £
1% #F (Abadie et al,2010) ,

Ruiz et al (2017) 48 FH A 5000 Z2 144 [) 28 531 1) s ot o Pt A9 075 200k 20 BT T 9% 2 B0 fis 4 32 1
g R T LA 2R R 2 ) A R AR R FEOC R AR AY T R R R R B LR R TR g
Hr 5000 A7 ity Z ] 19 5C R I 8L 2 A 27 AN A B4 T 98 38 9RO BRBOIE 2 A7 270 A S B (R 24
— T A AR R AR R AR R O o I BLAE SRR AT R X T ECH AR 2 R Ok B B TH 2 U
SR /N T 23 DR IHORE I A 2 A O i 1 o AR A% G 9 5 ik 2B AT A 1. Ruiz et al (2017) i FHBL AR
27 > W R R [ 43 s (Matrix factorization) 26 U/ 5 6 1% 4 BE , [ 2k 1 A% 0 BB R 40 “ SO — T 7
FIRYREL B 3 e IS 1 1 A A T Bt A T e T IR AR A R I R A A A [ A O 4 3 26 i 4 7T LA
JH T e ) SRR AE DR 8 8 CAn i AR IR S5 o Hy ikl s 7T RS, — A RH] — R AR 1) R e R R s T 9%
08 3 LR AE T RS8O ) Ml S R E L TRDRE S g — R A T T S AR R O i 34 iy AT DA ST
— A RHIE — B B R R g — R R K SRR AR 1 5 R, SRR PR I AR SR R T LA B
TH 25 9 AH] . Wan et al(2017) {58 F 2R AR J7 26 DR 4 2V 9t 2 B A 20, HC vp 4 45 T 9% 3 %)
T it 2 001 L 501 PN o ) SRRSO R . SR X R SRR BT 2 B B B A 20 AN IR R
AT AL X AR LSS AN R T BESE B . T L, ¥ 2% 4 AR A B AR AR R A BRI Y DY O T 2%
AT U 1) W ) A2 SN R it o PRI 28 NS B AR 2 A 5 A R i R b 4 S
ELE O, AT B AR AR 2= S A T RS B 7 1 2 — .

I — T TSR B BFSE R A Athey et al(2018) , JLAEAE % A 26 [ 1H 4 1L 725 1 IX 8 T4
FHUH T AR B OF I 98 3 e B P B AR AT . o R B — Sem] WS 1Y RRAE , I 1
(B T E B2 0 S AR I RIS o R T I SRR AL L AT 9 1 0 A U I A R [ Y A
AR D G-+ BT 2l 5 0) A4 01 18 D' IOt 8 D R B A Ak R R 2 A () 1 o O o A0 5 B T R M O ik VR A
AR 2 R TR PR, BEE R A L T 2 AR UE Y TE LR (AN 2 I Logit K Logit 1
), 3T T v A A R A AR A U 2 2 %o 2 U O JBOR OGP I ) S Rz D T 3R AR B4 O BT LAY
MY — G A OGP i o 7 9% 38 7 FL B 3 48 6 SO A R DU i 8 B s 114 2 08 o 2an o] 587 20 T AR AT A9
oK o B SCREIR IR T QAT i FHAZASE ROk 23 B A7 G B 8 S B0 TR AL BE AN AE — R E MR B A A
KRR EITRES W 5| RZ B & .

it

~=A

TELETE W TS B UK Sl B0 4 2 0 KR4 9K 2l 1Y o3 A B 02 AR Gl AR 80 0 A T A B P AS ER . B

T R B 2 A 23 A A X T AR T B T . L s A BRAE T — AN SR R i TR RS 1L B
T HUA AT W B A B BRI BN AR . ROk B PL AR A AT B R R 8 B S 5T A0 ST e
ANAASL S i T 1) Kl w0 5 3 T A B R T S BB RN, AR ORI T BILAR o ) 5 ik i AT
ZTFUIR R C A SCHIRIEAT T RO RSB, 78 512 G i 07 2 A0 Lo b, R PIL &% 27 > RO AR 3
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G T RS B ML 2 2T v i G W B BIL A 2 0 R AT LA BEAR X T bR o AL T Ok ok
A FE 3k v B L ARE B 255 ORGSO S8 B 4R U R &9 B UME R . Hk,
TEFEAT 28 T T B o AL A% 7 2 rh A W B AL 4 o 2T B R ] DUAR 98 B8 18 % 0 RIS s B0E L B
A ARG B FEAS DTN RE 7 5 [R] B SRR JhE G ik BE LG B IR, OF HL, 7E 2T A SLUEWE Y R R OG0 1Y T
SRAE W R R L, BL s A 2T SORT L3 2ok Pk ad o A I A8 o ok o o 34 Ak 3RO B A T2 SR A T Ak 2R
BN B4 S I T A 2 ) R AR e O 4 R A

SR AR SCA 48 o Hh T F 5 AN ], WL o 20 S50 78 28 T 2 00 53 v T 40 3 1) ) €8, BT 22 A 2 Xt
A TR A TS, AR, LA 57 2T M0 T F500 A50CR 0% A R L B AT AR ] 20 Y ek AU 20
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