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Table 5. Probability of being in work by gender and age — DID-PSA[ esti

ions for the LTCI introduction in 2000

Pre- LTCI Introduction Post- LTCI Introduction
Diff. at Pre-period Diff. at Post-period DID-PSM
Obs. T C ATT SE E C ATT SE DID SE
Male 217827 0501 0755 0254 **+ 002 0659 0755 -009 *** 003 0.158 *=+ 002
Fermle 337203 0353 0456 -0.103 **+ 00l 0405 0471 -0066 *** 001 0.037 ***+ (.01
3049 230,730 0606 0828 -0222 **+ (02 0.700 0836 -0.135 ***= 001 0.087 **+ 0.02
5064 175512 0474 0624 0150 **+ 001 0563 0650 -0.087 **= 001 0.063 **+ 0.1
65+ 70010 0210 0295 0085 #**+ 0.02 0279 0313 0034 ***= (.01 0.051 ***+ 0.02

“T" = Caregivers; “C” =Non-caregivers; “ATT " = Average Treatment Effect on Treated; “SE” = Bootstrapped Standard Emors

*Inference: *** p=0.01; ** p<0.05; * p=<0.1

F2:

FAH - FEBEE R, 2006 40O AR HECRBRUOE D 3L 57 M 2RI 5 2 7o 2h 5
and age — DID-PSM estimations for the LTCI

dment in 2006

Table 6. Probability of being in work by gend

Pre- LTCI Amendment Post- LTCT Amendment DID-PSM
Obs. T C ATT SE T C ATT SE DID SE
Male 4590 0606 0578 0.028 0.05 0529 0519 0.010 0.04 -0.018 0.06
Female 12811 0520 0426 0.094 ***= 003 0510 0493 0017 0.02 0077 * 004
3049 2182 0805 0606 0.199 **+= 007 0.738 0.753 -0.015 0.05 0214 ** 006
5064 7937 0638 0499 0139 *= 004 0634 0613 0021 0.03 0118 * 004
65+ 7278 0220 0215 0.005 0.05 0203 0214 -0012 0.05 -0.017 0.05

“T"=SL-SL1 caregvers; “C" =CL2-5 caregvers; “ATT = Average Treatment Effect on Treated: “SE™ = Bootstrapped

Standard Emors
*Inference: *** p=0.01; ** p=0.05; *p=0.1
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