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# 1 Treatment Group & Control Group
2[EFEZE IMEFEZ=
FEEHENHIE FEEHENHIE
ErERT | Efe | ErERT | EER
2006 2008 2005 2008
Treatment Group Y,, 2006 | Y,, 2008 | Y,, 2005 | Y,, 2008
Control Group Yo, 2006 | Y,, 2008 | Y, 2005 | Y,, 2008
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# 2 AETERE (2008 —2006 4E : 2 PEpEE)

LD SIBEEm & REEm N
Outcome var.|'‘gepg 5 PE |epg g PIE | ppg g PIE |y gy PfE

Before

Control 163.126 137.192 1.405 1.847

Treated 136.1 143.395 1.165 1.742

Diff (T-C) —27.027 0.000%** 6.204 0.000%** -0.239 0.236 -0.105 0.713
After

Control 159.905 137.366 1.485 2.229

Treated 135.211 144.006 1.691 2.183

Diff (T-C) —-24.694 0.000%** 6.64 0.000%**x 0.206 0.307 -0.046 0.872
Diff—in—Diff 2.333 0.417 0.437 0.643 0.446 0.118 0.059 0.884

Ho** 3 1 %, **1L 5%, *IT10% TENENHRINICEETHDL Z L &2TT,
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#* 3 WREE. ERE(Q008—2006 4 : 2 EREE)

#H=Sm RRTDE REDE
Outcome var. HRER - BE pfBE ) & Hi pfiE H pfiE
Before
Control 3.607 3.298 3.24 3.554
Treated 3.66 3.327 3.238 3.614
Diff (T-C) 0.053 0.058% 0.029 0.362 -0.002 0.897 0.06 0.005%**
After
Control 3.638 3.302 3.253 3.585
Treated 3.707 3.338 3.261 3.608
Diff (T-C) 0.069 0.012%x* 0.036 0.253 0.008 0.644 0.023 0.276
Diff-in—Diff 0.016 0.676 0.007 0.875 0.01 0.676 -0.037 0.225
Ba D%
Outcomevar. | FHAPD oy | zg o (FPT om | eFgo o |mmEKE o
: HEE
Before
Control 3.34 3.174 2.985 3.442 4275
Treated 3.238 3.177 2.975 3.405 4.245
Diff (T-C) -0.102 0.118 0.002 0.895 -0.01 0.821 -0.037 0.223 -0.03 0.213
After
Control 3.314 3.209 2.965 3.481 4232
Treated 3.36 3.198 2.968 3.443 4.207
Diff (T-C) 0.046 0.506 -0.011 0.559 0.004 0.93 -0.038 0.222 -0.025 0.289
Diff-in—Diff 0.147 0.119 -0.013 0.613 0.014 0.824 —-0.001 0.983 0.004 0.8995 73 - *#*# 1% 1 %  **|% 5%.

ML 10% TENENMFCAETHD Z & &2rTd,
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# 4 ATERR(2008—2005 4F 3 FEREE)

R P &R RS

Outcome var.'pipg 5 PE  |apg g PIE | pps i PE | fppy iy PfE
Before

Control 164.534 134.624 1.088 1.565

Treated 138.59 143.14 0.889 1.464

Diff (T-C) -25.944 0.000%** 8.517 0.000%x** -0.199 0.301 -0.101 0.716
After

Control 160.046 136.492 1.49 2.138

Treated 135.501 144123 1.685 2.214

Diff (T-C) -24.545 0.000%**x 7.631 0.000%%* 0.195 0.311 0.077 0.783
Diff-in—Diff 1.399 0.629 -0.886 0.341 0.394 0.148 0.178 0.651

E o RRREL %, *MIL 5%, *IE 10% TEAEHM

FHICAETH D Z L 2TRT,
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# 5 WREE. ERE(Q008—2005 4 : 3 FEREE)

#t&Sm

ERROE

REDE

=

Outcome var. |#BIKk-#HE pfE EH) plE HiL pfE H plE
Before
Control 3.562 3.284 3.221 3.595
Treated 3.589 3.315 3.227 3.594
Diff (T-C) 0.027 0.351 0.031 0.381 0.006 0.732 -0.001 0.976
After
Control 3.632 3.293 3.244 3.571
Treated 3.707 3.341 3.264 3.612
Diff (T-C) 0.076 0.007%%x* 0.048 0.135 0.02 0.249 0.041 0.061%
Diff-in—Diff 0.049 0.22 0.017 0.726 0.014 0.582 0.042 0.183
BH D%
Outcome var. D pliE RE pliE %@@ﬁ plE |OFHD pfE |[EEKE pfE
1j:$ ﬁ% '[ﬂ'gﬁ
Before
Control 3.222 3.17 2.945 3.41 4.288
Treated 3.29 3.179 2.917 3.339 4.281
Diff (T-C) 0.068 0.305 0.009 0.624 -0.028 0.548 -0.071 0.027%* -0.007 0.782
After
Control 3.331 3.2 2.952 3.487 4.256
Treated 3.353 3.202 2.972 3.442 42
Diff (T-C) 0.023 0.751 0.002 092 0.021 0.645 -0.045 0.151 -0.056 0.025%*
Diff-in—Diff —0.045 0.643 -0.007 0.779 0.049 0.452 0.027 0.55 -0.049 0.166
ROT 1 %, T 5%, 1T 10% TENENHFHNWICAETHDL 2 EE2TT,
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Obs Mean Std. Dev. Min Max

T EERFR G E) 6919 0.703 12.386 -168 164
BRI (3 E) 6919 0.699 8.593 -124 126
RIREFR (3PS E) 6464 0.792 21.259 -151 168
fEERIKRE(3FE =) 6839 -0.073 0.905 -5 4
EEZHGKE) 6129 0.273 2.113 -33 30
TLERRBGRE) 4011 -2.588 49246 -338926  260.712
W RR - HEGRKE) 3173 0.103 0.855 -3 4
i E HESMESCRE) 1138 0.047 0.714 -2 3
HEE GEFFOEHLVEHEE) 4336 0.040 0.620 -4 4
HEE  REDEHLGHKE) 5179 0.007 0.753 -4 4
MEE: EHRMoLE GEE) 200 0.070 0.726 -2 2
e E - REQRKE) 5724 0.027 0.684 -3 4
HMEE - BHNONEGCHEZE) 568 0.063 0.816 -3 3
BREEBSDBROFHOHEEEGRE) 1811 0.040 0.804 -3 4
313 E) 5548 -0.851 16.286 -215 288
Arig23fEE) 5407 -0.809 17.559 -330 288
XD FE s 6919 55.547 2412 50 59
FDERH K 6919 3091.275  265.308 2500 3481
f%ﬁ@“s—:ﬁ%%fﬁ* 6831 0.486 0.500 0 1
REBAZ—ER SE -HEERE 6831 0.079 0.270 0 1
9&-?#7"5! S—KE- jc?ﬂ ZE 6831 0.254 0.435 0 1

NEFF=— 6919 0.047 0.211 0 1
jc%rsﬂi’sfs— 6919 0.323 0.468 0 1
EF1SHRRES=— 6919 0.114 0.318 0 1
EFISWREES I — 6919 0.398 0.490 0 1
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% 7 Logit # &t

Coef. Std. Err. z
KD EHS -0.136 0.571 -0.240
KDER_F 0.001 0.005 0.160
REBAI—EEPLRE 0.485 0.081 6.020
REBAZ—EX-SE-EEBERE 0.207 0.125 1.650
KREFELI—KF - KFERZEE 0.741 0.096 7.700
NEFFT=I— -0.198 0.145 -1.370
REBHA=— 0.279 0.070 3.980
EFISHRERESS— -2.542 0.096 -26.440
EF2EHIRIRESS— 0.149 0.068 2.180
EHIE 5.951 15.700 0.380
Number of obs 6830
LR chi2(9) 1148.390
Prob > chi2 0.000
Log likelihood -3252.762
Pseudo R2 0.15

TE T %, FHE 5%, HIE 10% TENENHAMICHETH S 2 L &R,

8 2 TOHEFTE R 1L 3 BEZE, IR B4 2 Al R
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# 8 Propensity Score Matching #£5+(2008—2006 4 : 2 PEpEZ)

Treated Controls Difference S.E. T-stat
TLEERFR BERE/ B -0.254  -3.633 3.380 2.148 1.57
RIREFME BFRE/E 0.617 0.727  -0.110 0.736 -0.15
BIRIFME FfE/ 8 0.509 0.168 0.341 0.266 1.28
R BEfE/E 0.444 0.329 0.115 0.410 0.28
W k- HE 0.035 0.080  -0.045 0.041 -1.08
mEE S NES 0.016 -0.012 0.028 0.054 0.53
EEE GEFOEHL 0.015 0.001 0.014 0.024 0.59
mEE . REDEHLY -0.011 0.008  -0.019 0.028 -0.68
R BN DTS 0.046 0.197  -0.151 0.141 -1.07
BEE RS 0.018 0.009 0.008 0.023 0.37
mEE - BADONE -0.012  -0.019 0.007 0.082 0.08
MEEE T DROCTFHOMEEE -0.005 -0.032 0.026 0.048 0.55
el 2N -0.038  -0.039 0.001 0.028 0.04
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% 9 Propensity Score Matching #£5+(2008 —2005 4 : 3 PEfEZ)

Treated Controls Difference S.E. T-stat
TREERERT BERE/ B -2170  -1.137  -1.034 2.339 -0.44
RIRFFRE BFfE/E 0.780 0.052 0.728 0.793 0.92
B IRIEME FFfE/ 8 0.804 0.496 0.308 0.267 1.15
NEERFRE FFE/E 0.757 0.580 0.177 0.434 0.41
R E R - A 0.113 0.008 0.105 0.045 2.35
mEE HESmnES 0.053 -0.004 0.057 0.060 0.95
HMREE GEFFOEHLY 0.042 0.011 0.030 0.027 1.15
HEE  REDEHL 0.017  -0.065 0.082 0.031 2.64
e B DEE 0.054 0.060  -0.006 0.144 -0.04
MEE RSB 0.028 0.021 0.007 0.025 0.28
mEE - BRDONE 0.070 0.041 0.028 0.090 0.31
HEEBRDROFHOMEE 0.040  -0.025 0.065 0.056 1.16
el RN -0.082  -0.064  -0.018 0.031 -0.57
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