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The Role of Conferences on the
Pathway to Academic Impact &
Evidence from a Natural Experiment

Fernanda Leite Lopez de Leon

Ben McQuillin

ABSTRACT

We provide evidence for the effectiveness of inp de
impact by exploiting the cancellatic due to Hurricane Isaac—of the 2012
American Political Science A iation Annual Meeting. We bled a data

set of 29,142 papers and quantified conference effects, using difference-in-
differences regressions. Within four years of being presented at the conference,
a paper’s likelihood of becoming cited increases by five percentage points. We
decompose the effects by authorship and provide an account of the underlying
mechanisms. Overall, our findings point to the role of short-term face-to-face
interactions in the formation and dissemination of scientific knowledge.

Figure: de Leon and McQuillin (2020) Journal of Human Resources.
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() BARERZ BV RRHFICEAT HE
° A :
e (F) BARRZAVRERHERZITS cHDIRIRER
o J YT U ZANGHRALIGAGOEBN
* HRFENEITARABDIINFEDRT
s NI BIFE:
° EIRAFERTH 1> (Regression Discontinuity Design, RDD) (R32f% FA\\ T RS EEICEHEA)
o EPMESE (Difference-in-Differences Design, DID) (DDD, continuous DiD &&. ESAIIZEHAH)
° BIEEHEDDESDZE (DDIV) - Shift-share (Bartik) 1RIEZEHUE (DID OER & L TEFA)
°* ZOMOEAMLDH (Bl F>5EHRTIH)
*Disclaimer: FfE DI L. FWBICERZEL 2O FEICET2HBTIIEEEDTWVMREDH
ICE Ko
“WHOIEWVWT—X inference (IRERTE) ICDWVWTIERDZRWV, BHAEL AL (KiF. LBELARIL) T
SRR U RHERE - ERMEEZEFFY Conley 1R#5RE - ONX MREERE. HHVWET—HFX b
Sy THELTEIFIEZL DT —IATIFALEXRTYT £
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BERRWRZHAN T IBERHZDN?
O 125 - IRERDAEEE
o HUHDY - vl - FrERILEL - BRRET
* BRICWHT 22 A T« T0HiE - BEANDEBEET
s ERMIFTOHE - ERFIBRERD
NS IMERETIRAL. AREROBFEICEONH S
O XAZXLBIADE—5 (+ ABZ LM
° ARDHRARLICANZXLDBHIIFETRE D - M — V)
®* ASRDIT 4 R—5ICLBFAERHDHA A RS> (Mustillo et al., 2018)
o WAMRICOVWTIIERHZICHEDS T, ARNREHNT B HDBEYAR Y —FFH1 2 OEEICOW
TIREREL . - -
O BUERE
° B LARDOXBIMNFAIR
o BEUIRBERIRS D= DER (+ S AZ L)
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Figure IV: Quasi-Experimental Methods

B: Regression Discontinuity

A: Difference-in-Differences
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Figure: Source: Currie et al. (2020)
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Figure: Source: Currie et al. (2020)
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ERHEREEDRIED L E 21— « RERENX: HRF vs. 15D F

* ::-7-
e DD ICREL TIFERLENMNTULARWN . « = 2

e |V (Felton and Stewart, 2022): &tz = +— T S Bartik 1ZEZE. DDIV R IEFbHnTLAW
(RIRHESR MM FE (Brand etal,, 2023) | At I F— T/ S T—EHHONTLAEW)
1535
e DD
* fZ7&F%: (De Chaisemartin and d’Haultfoeuille, 2023; Roth et al., 2023)

-Gmmemm@mnu%wF@A@%ormémooriuﬁ%%ofméﬁ$<b#oru@u;m1
Z&D BEF DIDY AMHEREND. RFHD DD HEEORRICEAT 55—

4m/ k2 BT 1 ICERER > fcRER (Miller, 2023)
* BUAZ: Liu et al. (2024); Li and Strezhnev (2024)
* &% Wang et al. (2024)
o |V IREEHEDHLDICEL TIZ K DRHFTENMMTVEIN, KEIF—THS FEYZICEBLTE !

® Shift-share IV (Borusyak et al., 2024; Goldsmith-Pinkham et al., 2020)
® DDIV (Hudson et al., 2017)

® RDD
® Cattaneo et al. (2019): RDD DREZ IXIFHEREL TL3
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HEFICEWT LIFLIFEBRAI TN B RRHERDREE
o TOLSFHEEELDOD SRV TRyFUY (eg, BARXRITIYFUY) IRERET77O0—F
TRRBDREOLD D1 EWSERER
* MFiE XD selection on observables DIRTE ICE D <
s ZNTIEVYYF I DRECIE?
° HEHR— I (common support) FRIEADZER{ET
° MBE - EREF DR OTREM T RTRNICEE

8/95



ISR EEAFDOIYFUIICHIBRE

o XYF T DHTIF—EKEDMTIBER ILE

s ARTHA D H->T. TNV F VI ZMAEDE TERTILIEZLHB
* 5] : Matched DiD (e.g., Aneja and Xu, 2022; Fenizia and Saggio, 2024)

R Krosvu
£\ Lukas Mergele ¥ Jcwio
© @LukasMergele

Real footage of a Phd student trying to match on observables.

#doitlike @KhoaVuUmn
- -
WHAT RO YOUR
PARENTS BOFORALIVING2 - THEY ARE ECON

>
7

i

‘@ BOW DO YOU CREDIELY ESTIMATE THE INPACT OF A POLICY?

[ z
Bomin 1948 Bomin 1948 3
Raised nhe UK Raised i the UK -
Waried Twice Waried Twice
Lives n a castie Uives n a castie o/n
Weathy and Famous Wealtny and Famous

PROPENSITY SCORE MATCHING
-

6:51PM - Dec 9, 2021

24451 Aug1,2022

Jennifer Doleac &

@jenniferdoleac
Thisis your regular reminder that propensity score matching s typically
not a good way to measure causal effects.
Yes there are exceptions. Whatever you want to do probably isn't it

12:32 AM - Sep 16,2020

NEE203
@kato o
HEBCEREREL LS EBo15, IPS (PW) #EEPdoubly robustit
EREDS, WEERETL P/ ZNT— S OEVHERECERBNERD
2, BAYSRATES VWS ORF O, HEORED 5 TEBVOCELH
PHEMHOA FO-ORLELTVSOEAUE L B> TOET.

Transiate post

834 PM - Apr 13,2024 - 16.5K Views
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ERMREHRBFE

RRWRZIRDHFE -
o EERT—4X | TUALLLEEER (RCT)
o BiRF—4  HE SRR
* HESIIXMHDIFTLT. UBEHNBIEATHNLT Y F I, OLS RETHE
e BT —42 [ ERXER - (R) BAER7 O0—F
o BlICEEMREANDDEANES?
o HERER . (F) BAERRT7 IO—F: 2—4' v ENTA—=2HH 3 - BIMREL/NvF ) LTWS
s ALY FO—ILTERWL TAEN] AEREFE . ARV b XROZEE. HIWVIHEZTELRY
* 70 R COEEENRD = L : 70 AR DEA (Shigeoka, 2014)
o TEINIH LTI AERDD ? ZEMIFICHAELRDD ? ICDWVWTIFRICEHL < &
ALEBRIDILESS - LLERBERICERD AW
° AICHTEE (HEEDLAI - BREHDILVER) BOMETHAVICE>TERS
o fofz L. BSR4 (Besley and Case, 2000). B X A= X LDREEES (Keele et al., 2020) (Z< D
55 DID) hHdr. FTEARR
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(SattEa

TS84 FE 4 (credibility revolution) | (Angrist and Pischke, 2008) :
o HEEICLIKIBBERDHKHIL DD, THA VICL DB
o LBBFE LLERBE DL AIEEM - A ETIN LDV —FTH 1 V%2 ER
o MMBEEHOEHHDE CHSITVSED « EIY XH= X LDIEHE
= RXAVZARS T4 v RH#E (FENER) OFEY
o ] EERAMEEMHN AT AMEBBOZENICHERZS5X 2 e 2R 3BIC. BEBEAMEELH
LRIICH L THREMICEATN TULARLVEERNGBN TEATNTLWS C X Z 5 (Gavrilova et al.,
2019
0 ?ﬁ'é)?mzf\ TZN2IFVHERRI NMHETVLTH, FIENAFHBEL O TIFRVEFHEBHTIEAW !
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NEE) & TR ZkxA

REL ¢ TR 2R3 ETARE 2 D20RHEHH B S
o FEEDIER (effects of causes):
° ME (JhiI) BHOWS - BREHZEZ S
CHBZHUSMIIZH X OBELH WV (ZOMOHEEIFH < FTHREZEL)
o $ER D[RR (causes of effects):
° BREHDOHR > BUEHEEZ D

MEROERI ¢ TEROER] D% (Gelman and Imbens, 2013) -

e MERORE) »h5MZILT3H BEROREI HSER#RZITIDTIFRL
o It BRORE) hofVWZIIT. b L~a5idl (REDRESR) OMVWOEHIITZT S
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(R) BRAXBR7 7O—FZ175 LTUELHARER

HB—T7r—4ty bOHZERBVI-SHRH 5D :
* i :GSS T—2ZRAWVWT. BADAEICH Y 3EREZEADREMNECEOMOEECERHKICER

Yy =Po+tpr x1 +P2 x2 +fBs X3 e
S~—— S~—— ~— ~——
Race attitude Education Income Diversity attitude

NBEERADZH > BROT—2Z2lIHEDES :
e {5 : Diversity attitude ZHNEHS5EZ DL SLEFRZRD

= BFEORAET —FZRVRHSF ) D FILEDH

13/95



ANEBHWRA /T4 DERTZIa—JHILD 2016 EICR=Z—EXZE L7 & EFIA (Ikeuchi,
2023) :
* 2016 FD GSS T—HZAWVWT. FZ—EREURICAEZRITIAICHERT, URICAEZS
FTeAE. BEADORFFIZENCEDBDTIEBRWEEZI B LSICKRBZZeZBESMICLTE
= ZHRMTEDDIIMDIAZE TR L. ANBEND RSB EEHBTELDICHD

5 4 2 o 3 41 &
Relative Days to Tony Award Ceremony

Discrimination

e ABEHEARY DA A X2 %ZFIR LTz Unexpected Event during Survey Design (UESD) (Mufioz
etal., 2020, $ BN T TIEEIRFELR T 1 > LEL)
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(R) BARRT TO—F 2175 LTHELHRER

NEERADIER | EHOT— 2% HAEHDEDZZ ZICDWVWT
o HEFMMTICEWVT, BHOT—RY —RZHETBIRICTILFLARILETILHMBREICFEHDNS
(F: EAZNRETRAEABT — X EMIHT—2DES). LH L. HIHETH (F : BFKT. A
BEiER. BRERARY) ZOLONRENTHSZ SV, BillICEROT—42Y — X%
HAEHEBEITTIERTDTH 30
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RRHER/THVWSNZEELRAET 1>
e [ElFREFTH > (RDD)
o IMBEMDENDY TN L=5V2VvITH
° BifE (v hA7) HETORBFNEBRRMEZHTE
o IBEEBUE (IV)
° MMBZMDED BT AANZX L = B1EEHK
. #iT’FE‘%u:J: STHEHDEINTEREZRICH T 32BN G RRNRZ HE
* RDD ¥ IV OES

. 7/—/7£§& BEZH = REZHZ BRLNICEERLT S
RDD ICIZ> ¥ =T 77 —hHBOH. 77 —RDDIFIVEEETHS

* ESDDESE (DID)
* MBZHDEID Y TXAZIALEEZ R BEVTE XIS selection on unobservables)
° BAMRE: AT LY RMRE = ERETHICBENIND
° NEZTHEEEAT S EWVWSEBIIIL> TLAW

“DiD |& RDD & IV ICEERTAZT K BAZHEBICEOVWTWVWS, LML, AEZZF—TIE DD DERE LTIV (Bartik IV /
DDIV) Z#&E X% kIZT 3. IEFIE. RDD, DD, IV (D—FB) LiEs 3,
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Difference-in-Differences Regression Discontinuity Design
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Figure: Source: Brodeur et al. (2020)

* IRTHAVICK>TERENBREOLP T IHERRS - -

® RCT & RDD (FA LK 5LVORBIZH M
e —7. DD & IV IZBREMNRIZENALY TV
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ERHRZIER I 3DICRERVELER
Estimand: BODDHB/INTA—F (Z—4v FINTX—27)
o SEEULERNR (Average Treatment Effect, ATE)
o BEMLTERRE LR
o MLBEEICH T B FHMBINR (Average Treatment Effect on the Treated, ATT)
° MBEZZIFT-BEMICEITIHE
o FFTMIFIHMBEZNE (Local Average Treatment Effect, LATE)
® RDD: 1w b A TREBICH T BMERR
o |V IREEBIC K > TITBIEBRMMEB S NIMEIR (complier ZFER) ICHITRULBEZNR
o NAYZ Y ATT « ATE - LATE D
o SNRUZEM: ATT IJMLEBEZRIT THEVWEERICEAL TIEETIZH B C CIFMREEL BV, > T ATT#ATE
CRBIEDHB. COBFBEICHEVTIE. ATT IFARNZHMEIFRBR L, LATE ICRAL THAMNZE Y
IEREES ALY,
BEGERETH .
e (BAITZ3) BREH YV
o BTERIFER (potential outcomes) : i TA (AA. s, #BE) O2<FEUCERREICETS 2 D054
DR DIKEE
Yl i SADMMEBEZ T HBRORET TOBERER
Y% (AL) i TADNEBERITED > EHRDRKET TORERR
WBEH D: NWB=ZZ\T3 D =1. LB ZZITHWLD, =0
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(v —7) ERFESHETF> (RDD)
WMBDOED Y THEGEZHDO DY A TICL>TRESNBRITEEZ S :
0 ifX;
,-={1 e (1)
itX; >c

X W ESYZUIEH cldhy b 47 WEBEYDIL—IL)
E(Y°|X) if X;
(Y71X) i <c @

E(Y;|X) =
(vilxi) {E(Y,‘|X,-) itX; > c

BFFFEILEINR (LATE) / K& T FIHMEBNR (CATE) = Hy A TR TOUMERNE

ASZN -
Ay RATEUFYOEZZTHEH

—— EY'|X,D=1)

E(Y°|X,D=1) ‘ LATE: = E(Y' - Y°|X =¢)

T E(Y°|X,D=0)

E(Y'|X,D=0

AYyhAT=c —
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RDD Z [/ 1h TIEX S
RDD Z[E/FDHHAATRT L -

Y,'=(Y+TD,'+,B1()(;—C)+,82D,'()(,'—C)+€,' (3)

BODDHDBDINTA—H . 1
RDD OEEARRIE :

o EFEDRE : By A TICEVWTEERREWY] X =x) EEYIX =x) 3E R THO. LB
NOERTIFFERICR S50

> HEDAY MFITTRIAL TS v Y ITHREIAVCEERR (F5ERTIH)
EENABRLT:
e hy hATHEDT—EDH%ER = NV RIEBZZEZZETOEBEF T VY
s BB OERIYE > Ly TV JICELBD. TV VIBRERLE ZRETI 4w b
* AY MATELTHEEDNT VIAF T VY =AY b THETUEBEER C LEBEEH LLE A BE
e v bATREL TR (manipulation) HY7L) = Density test 17>
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HRFEHICHFELGRD LY T Y | AODSHZFIA

AOBRDDBEDB TEHIRT 5

& %Z#F (Ikeuchi and Kamada, 2024) :

e EALDORA /U T« ERDAOREDEIEDICE VWV THBALBRADEREDEADITHERR

= BLDHZEE (ZDIHFE.

BA) OBREDOHE5Y. tOEH L OENHNBRE (e, T

7 =BREKEF) . FEOEADIFICH L TER

o
o))

o
o

|

©
~

©
w

Dissimilarity Index

Black-White Segregation

I I [ [ I
-0.10 -0.05 0.00 0.05 0.10

Difference from largest other group
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HeFENCHATEERDDEY T > ABET—XATHIAAEE
BLEESZE%FBE L7 RDD (Bertrand et al., 2015) :
o KIBIZBEWVWTEDPNAN 50%Z D LEBR T T3 T ZE2ONAS = T7ORHEMNEBTHD
= MRREIDEERBTIEITLS
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RDD D XE{TRIHE

e F5 I RCT L ERDOAMZ Y M, p-hacking 7k & DREM RO HE S,
o R\ Ay b THETIK TADERBDHUE = HRITAIREMHMEL
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DIDZ{T5 DICWELRT—4X

DID 2175 DICHRBHRT—X
O WiEEF & LLEEE
0 WEHNEASINTI-FIE
TIIEDESBT—RE[FES A TEZDH?
o NFIT—2: B—DEEICK L TEROBRIE> TEbERER LT —4
° HBRABEDELURICHZEFATUEIAD
o #DRLZOREIaFIL - =4 BRB3BEDI/OR o3I T—a =& LIcT—
R (FEALBEAEHRE L. BRZBATRERZ TV FILOF—4) &
° HBIRAEDELURICHZEFATUEINAS
° RE I MBERIETH > ZILEHEHIAEHLSRWVWI L
e YOXtEY>aFI - T—4A:
°* $2OA—HK—rURICHZEMATUBNAS
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ERDESZE (DID)
EERNZDD DY b7y LT2x2D DD ZEX 3
2JIL—"7
e D=1:0BJIN—T
*D=0: EBITIL—TF
2 HAR:
o t=0: LER]
o t=1 LB
DiD: #&RZHD
© = (Difference-in): JLEEFA « LEEBINICH 1T I UEBEHBEA TN S a1#ELEE
© 7= (Differences): JLiEEf & LEEIBFRID LEE I & D AR ER %= 35!

SLERE - LEEEFRE D E

WEHRNICEIT3 1 -0 inE HEEBBERNICEITS 1# -0 HoE

E(Yj1|D; = 1) = E(Yjo|D; = 1) —E(Yj1|D; = 0) — E(Yjo|D; = 0) (4)

SEBHICHT BTN ENR (ATT): WBRICE T BUBEBFDRER E EDUEHMNMRICERITAD o7
EEDBENGREROIFHEDE

ATT =E(Y;; - Y§IDi =1) (5)
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DiD: FE{T L > FDIRE

E(Y}|D=1)

I[E(Y} -Y)|D=1)=ATT

EYY|D=1) PO
E(Y?|D = 1) foreersssssiiiie, / v
EQXY-Y)ID=1)-EX’-Y3|D=0
[E(Y})‘D=0) / (l Ol ) (l U‘ )
02472 1) ) R M

t=0 t=1

FIT LY FOREMNBZSNNUZ 0

ATT =E(Y}, = Y310 = 1) +E(Y§ - YQID; = 1) —E(Y] - Y§ID; = 0) (6)

* T RL Y RORENHBENZ: WBHINASINBRITNINES L —TOBERELEEITIL—TF
DERICEL Y ROEEHL TV

* E(Y] - Y2ID =1): BTN —FIRICHLENEID HTSNABH o 7Tc e ED 1 HiE 0 HICEH T
ZBENBROBFEOE BERTIRV)
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Y2al—yayF—yERWCFT M Y FREDRRNERE

KRR R E B IOBERRER

BREY

INEY )~ T DEREB DTN KR

HRY I — T OEREH DT KR

i
3 6
L)

o MLEMR = WEY IL—TICHIT B NEFMBRDBEREBDTIGE) - (LRI IIL—TICHIT B0 ERH]
BROBREHDTITE)

o WEBRT: WEBIIN—T BRI IN—TORBREROFEINT LYK (EE) HFLV (LU
NILIEER D)

* MER: WBJIL—TICEVWTHRRERDO LY R (BE) BEBRIIL-—TDENLIDBHARETL
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EREM

Y2al—yarvF—yERWETTM Y FREDRIL TWEWEREE

B N — T ORREBOTINZHS
MBI N—T BT =T DL R OEFDERRE VD
MELEIDS bL Y FRAVWTEDARHRES LN

RS I — 7 DREREH DT 348

z

L]

e MER: WETI—TOES LB IL-TDENLIDHREL

o WER: LWEBTII—TDEEIZIITICAZTV = RWEUFIOHEREHRDO L FHRETIL—-TL

HBIN—-TTRLELTUVLS

s MEDARMRLIFVWRT ., BIFO MLV FICE->TSIEECINS
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. = . ]
DiD Z BRI TIEX S
ZAERY 7R DID: 2x2 (2 #AfE x2 J')L—7)
Yt = a + 0D; X Post; + uD; + yPost; + €. (7)
e ALDHBZINTA—R S
o D BEZIFNUI . FHRITNETHNIE 0 EEZ T IL—THZ—
® Post: HLBEHZRTHNL 1. LB THNUSL 0 ZENZEEHE = —

ZL DIGE: BROHME - BRI IL—7
® (HEZ—EDNEMHTT) EXRBEEMNR CHEEENRE SHEEMNRET L (two-way fixed effects, TWFE) H{ER A B

Yit = 6D; X Post: + pi + yi + €t (8)

o i (BREIER): B ¢ ICHR7F LB WMER | 8 D3R = BiEOYIA ZEE
* v (BEEEMR): $ X TINEeTICHET ORIt DMRZREZ S (eg, RRBLDYIOT 3 VYD)
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DiD Z[El)F53th TIEX S

o 7 DMEEERRS - BT IIL—THEHDII>TWBE L LS5, FDETF
Q: X 7 TD; (u), Post; (y) ZFNENIMAD_E. W8T &y ZMADZEDEWVCIE?

AR 7:D; () 1E. WLEEE - LERERIDEVER > TVWE D, WEEN - LEEER ORE NI
CEZRELTWS, BERRIC. Post; (y) THBLRT - UEEDEWVZIE > TWLWEH. MWEBLEIA -
WBLAERN OREZRIFEEUN RV EZREL TWS,

8 Iy id A=Y MEADEENBREEMZIRV. 1 & EVAF FEOEENSEEMEZIE S5,
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47 FL > FOfER

FITRL Y RRE :
s MEHQ LN oTcinE. BREHBDOFL Y FIZMER L LERBETEENICAL X S ICEHT 3,

Q: LEHBH T IFE. BREBDLANILHDLER CLEBBENBENICALTHS CCIBBEL
937

A: LRNILDBEILTHRIREIZRWV, BERS, D EEHBZETITRAOEFBDLANILDEWNE
a>bO—JILLTW3 e, ED—RMICEXIEX. BEOBEEMR (1) ZEH. FEA=Zv D
YRZBEETAC T, A2y FEDTLDLARNILZ—FEICLTW,

QFTELY MMREZREEHTEZRBLESVWSBKRTHSH ?

A: 1=y FOBEHRZRMAEDITc LT, WEBRHIIEREHO LY FISHLTAENTH
%o FITFLYFRER. FLYFICRATAIRBEBNATZADBVI L ZEKRT 3.
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BEXATHES

D& FTHRORBIEARRBICOILOIREZEDDENFZRBVW TR L TVWRELTWVWS,
R CCICETADNINENTIRBCAENITRE O TWVBR EER L E. DB IXRDFEELRD
SBEELZRUCTINELEOH !

O FERIFEARRT D ELRAETFND L IAICESNBTCOREMEICHELRITNUIE S,

O FERIIBEARADPBVE CBICESNBTcOREMICHIS L ABITIER 50,
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ARV NREZ2T 1D

FTRLYRIREIF. REEZESVO. ERICERRIT D CIEARERE, 7277 L. (REDESER RS
BIICHREE S 2 C CI3ATRE, BRI ZEBE L CRITEDICAIRY FAEXT A DhERTHLS
AR~ RART 1 O B1FR7% DID IR EHE

o T LY RDIREDBFBARIE: TRF) OUBZEH =RV TUBHNASZFDOREREROEHZRS

o MBHEDYTSNIFEDT, WBNRIH 3 DHNISERTHICITHELBE V. oT. HEZ
INESKEBETIFRW

AR FIML Y ROREEMENICRIET 37010308 < LD 3 DDA T —2HYBE
* MEDORMKMROKREE: NBE) OLEBEZHZRAVTLEN AT ROBREBDEEHZR S
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ARV NREZ2T 1D

I
Yi = Z a:D; x1(t =t — treat time) + u; + &; + &jt. 9)
—k,7#-1

o WLBRIAD R A = > THERIDIZEEAL, (v = calendar time — treat time): L BESER% 0. ZD—HA%%
1, EO—HFiZ —1.. £33

® D;x1(r =t~ treat time): SLBUMHT -k ALK DWWBUER | FTDARY CRET 144 —FH
o ZUITHHITTH LT 1. ZNUNI 0 ZEEZH = —FTH
e 1Zw hOBEEMREZEHLT. 2 TOHOUBZH ZR VAT L REHBZEHEUHLIEL S
e 1 DABEHZR< (BRELE 1 #87))
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WEBIIN—TBIIN—TDERERD ~L > R% raw data
TZOv kLEHD

Y2al=-YayF—9EAVLET LY FREORRIIER

TINS5 > I HLERTRER

R

BB N~ T OREEBOFHNLBRE

BRI L —TORERHROFHNERE

Ll

ARY P RET 1 FIICE BHEMB L 95%EFEXMHE

Y2aL—YavF—sERVANY R YT 1 I

NEHAS

BaE

ARET (0'5) O
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T-FICH 3568

MDD+ ARV FRXET 1 T, ARENTTZ (B : EROBEHILEFZRDTEZ—FH. B
FOBMAERDEEZEL) ICHBTE S VWS ERIFRD,

'/'L7L L. LEmOLL K @é@ﬁ‘L%ﬁKLEEﬁT:Fﬁ—Cf)% xR I BT, REM
DFEEIDLEEBR/ NS VW e ZRB TS 2 CIdAEE (8 < £TH suggestive THDZE %R ! )o
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A F7Z L9 B DH 2 EAFEIC !

Le Moglie and Sorrenti (2022) I&. ¥ 7 1 7HEENE DX RICBSE L TWAHhZ&IEL7c. LA L. T
1 TDITHZDHDIIHRENTH D, CNERIETB7HIC. YT« TOTEIZNENICERD
2y LTHITISALEFEO—VICLZREDavIZFRAL. Y71 7HNERAGHIFE 5

TIRBWVWHIETO. FREEHOELZ DL T

(b): 2003 - 2013

Point estimate
0 05
H——t-]
H—e—H
}—H-T—Q—H—l
[rE—
|
H—e—H-
|
10—.—%‘
FH—e—H
H—e—H
H—e—1H
r—H—O—H—(

T T T T T T T T

A S DN ® A D S R B P
0\\%\\0\2 +\ \Q,* NN\ \"b rb_*_\
W& O & W S
FF G FFFTEITE

* QIDAINYEIARTARIESHNT BNETRBID? FRJARIC (X7 1 THERHLHIE
T) FREEHNERI?
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(a): 2003 - 2013

550 600 650 700 750

«

T T T T T T T T T
>\ N DN QDN D N N A
@ &% ’\\/Q/ ¢ Y @w \\*% @“ \\*h

Avg. num. of new enterprises (per 100,000 inh.)

T
&

No Mafia

Mafia |

o Y7754 LEEO—VEHEREIC () X 70 THZVMIEIZTY 7« THDRVWRE ERT, &
EBORBDEDERLDE o7 (BHOBDEENNIW) CrZHELSMILT
o EMHABX I-TIEAL !
AMOAEHNIS ZOHEEETHELS
o BMIED R )—rXU R I TITT7OEFESL
o MMTEI R — b X2 b HIRHEBRE
CE5DMEHNEEZTWVNS?
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SERUEERR vs. T —4 - + « ! 2 Massenkoff and Rose (ming)

BADITENCX L THARBRERZIRD EIBRT=D. BAALANILOUBZHREEAL XRILDIEREH =
ARVIRARTATRZ2ZEHLIELIEH S, 2L FDFE. THT—FREEDEVT—2H
KROSNZAREMD B B,

Massenkoff and Rose (ming) -

° lj ¢/ \/ ]\ )')‘N@?ﬁ'ﬂ?‘_& % }Eﬁ L\—C\ ZE‘EE | ) (b) Diﬂerence:in-diﬁe‘rences estimates
20 DBEWMEANFHEHET 3 LEREL .
BBz M LT

o C_TEZBNBERIT:

° LRITHDEIZBE L TEET—FETHWS ©
BT —RIF. BAOEBROILIEITE + BR
DITE

o RICHE L7 C XIC & DARDOBUERIC Y
5o IIBE. DWEEONIERLELR I UL TR "
318, EROITHZIAEEBE S

ost rate

Proportional effect or
-5
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TL « RO %Z ¥ S5 ¥ % RIE
WBRIDOHAE | RERE (LL&E) & L TEYA?
o MEBEH : MEBERICY L TRULHEBR
o +RICRVWLEFIHARM :
° FIR I +HICRVWIL LY FEIED % 5 AD—AREVICIZR LY
° X\ I RIEFZHE. RERBL L TEYITARVATEEM
) : 1980 FRICABEEDOWUELHD . BEREHRHABICEET 2DD, =72, 1960 FRICNRIE
EEFHDHBIBEIE. 1960 FELBTIFEZ AL,

WERDHRE : REWRZZER T 255
o XBFTIIF IS - BHRICOIE2RIMERDOHATENBAICITTHOHNTLS
o W I FThL Y RMRENMNKILLABVWABENENH S
e BIMBEZITEIZ Y MMV ABRVESICEE
o B I REAMICANIERBIFE. D> 3 v IICk > TREZHRONENZEDL 3 HEEEN S £ 5. LE
ZRITEZAZ Y MMV BWEE. COLSBHEOERCNELDBEICRD, YO TILT A IDhEW
e BROIZy FORELBEENE2EDERICKIREEZEZX S,
o RIFMIRZAZRBNGTH 1>
RDD (Dell, 2010), zero-stage =B L 7= (Bartik &) IV (Sequeira et al., 2020; Kamada, 2024), —#%HY
72 IV (Acemoglu et al., 2001; Ang, 2023)
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TL - R +DEE%Z ¥ S5 T %D RHRE

QLML RDF Ty IDNTFTRL Y MREDEENBIRGEE 85 EBNTc—FH T, LERD
HENRVWEFT AL Y FOAMD LB VWERMEDIERL . Thooid (—AIRLER. ©
S—HIBNERICETB) BFETEH?

A: NS DEEMIEFEL L,

TLELYRFDOFIvY I WERIOMLYFZRZ T, LWEEHCLBEOBRERDFEL &£
SICELTUVBHZERR, CCTERB LI HLETH MEBH L LBRBEORBRERHIL
BAIICEALC & SICE) LTULhIE. RICBREDLZITNIE. BEMNICIZEL & S ICELLEIT
BTRES5ZB®T S, LIch>T. FL LY ROF v oid. FAT b L2 Nz REEICIREE
TRLODOBEMNRY—ILTIREHZD. FITEL Y RZRIETZHDTIZAL,

43/95



Rz @8 TEHT 5 XBER

AZy FOEEWRZEDHZ T, KEZEL TEHLAVHASNAGVWEESHZHRHI T eh
T&EF 772U, DD IIREZBLC TEBTIRXBERARLVWC LZREL TV, KEZBLTE
B ARBERICT T B3R EZWVWSOMEBN LK S,
e HLEZZHD .
o R BEMRIPA->TVAIMU L. HESIIHHEHRICEHTIHDTHIVENHS (Z1)o LH L.
HEESZDHDHUNBEDTEZZ I TLESAIEEMNH S L. bad control (post-treatment /X1 7 X) &
53,
o WK I MEBMNEASTNIFOHEEDEICEEL EETEHLAVWEEELT3). KEEEMRL
REERS (e.g., Z X Time FE)o M7&0D 3 JVICHEHI T NS (demanding TH3),
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Rz @8 TEHT 5 XBER

e O=w rBID LYK (unit-specific time trends) Z&& 2 (3,6, xt. L. tIFFHF ML > R)
o Fm ARV () FLYRERHITS. FITML Y RARD LA VRICE .
° X MBHDOML VR (DD TELDOHZ LY E ) TXHHEEILTLEL. BEFEINT 7%
FIEFRId, BEFEFTIEEKFEHOLNTVLED, RATIEIUENZFEHREINR L,
* fRRIE . Goodman-Bacon (2021) @ detrend /574  SLBUREIONRILTF—RZzBVWTIZy FNEED L
VREHEL. 2HBEONRILDS T 1y FEER%ZFI<, LH L. detrend SNTEEIS.
generated regressor £ 723 M T. IRERE (inference) ICEAL TIFEENME,

e DDD : ROR—ISTEHELCRETWLWI 5,
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DDD: K% 8 C TEH 7 5 HREFA DX E

ERDEDDEDE (Difference-in-Differences-in-Differences, DDD, Triple-D):

s MBHEZEICHDI a3 vINHZBE. FIOR—SORMIGETIINARTEE, =72 L. ED
DHBNEIX. HRIEFICDOABAINTVSED, HBIFADT a3 v UL TOERICEELH
356 = HBHEXHEHETTDDD HMER D

e (FLYF®D) XEHHB =FTrLY DDV = HBHKHETTDDD HMEX S

ZOERGCIE  WER (FIZIEHE) THZEH (FIL—TA) IFLEZZ. BOEH (FIL—7F
B) IIMEBEEZITHWVWET B, CDIBAE. FIL—FBIZx LT zero effect assumption % 1RE 3 11
DDD HME X %,

= Z&EMONA 7R L7 DD HEEDEIL. NMBHEEE L 43 (Olden and Meen, 2022)
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DDD: K% 8 C TEH 7 5 HREFA DX E

FATh LY RbSEIcE h3BDD

Bt

F4T b L¥ RASHEIcE g wWDD

| bLyEDRI7R
@,

ot

DDD
A i IN—TACH S
Tn-7n o ¥ PLYEOIATR

LoEstis
TI—=TA

I IN—TBIHIS
LRLYROATFR

e cked
IN—7B

Legthis
JIL—7B

DN
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DDD: K55 %18 U TEH § 5 HRERAN DX E

DDD 220D/ 7 AL DD#tER DDD#EE

_ . 22DN\A P ALDDEEBDES FRIEEE :
f tyi@)‘;éf‘ﬁ (TN —TAlc 513 BB, - Kb
4 72 L-DDiER - (FIL—TBic &S BNB ok - HBitlsR)

FIL—TA: J
—

SEMiE
TI—7A

!

MBI - LB

Logthis .
TI—7A

I TI—TBHITB NA 7R ULIDD¥EEE
SLE S LhLYRORSTZ JIL—TB:

JIL—7B LB - LB

Logthis
JI—7B

(88 >7- DDD D#IRAK) Hoffmann and Velasco (2023). “Policy Effects on Mixed-Citizenship, Same-Sex Unions: A Triple-Difference Anall

Social Forces.
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DDD: K% 8 C TEH 7 5 HREFA DX E

>>7)L@7_Z%%i$ 50 iﬂqﬁﬁl, %/\ E%ﬁt 2:3-5 :

Yijt = Qo + a1D,- + CIQPOStt + Q’3Gj (1 O)
+ ayD; X G/' + G,’5G/' X Post; + agD; X Post; + a7D; X Gj X Post; + €ijt-

DD with treatment effect heterogeneity : ag & a7 Z & SRIRG 3 ?
® g Gj =0 L:BLT%ME?I]%

° a7: G =0 ICHBITBUBHMRN. G =1TlR oy EIHELD (GICLZUNBEMROEEM:
treatment effect heterogeneity) o G; =1 DUBIR : ap + 7

DDD:ap & a; ZEDRIRT B ?
® a5: (zero effect assumption &K D) MLBEEZ (T /-tig i ICH T ZREBTEH I 3 RER (B OD
HBUBUMEELIRDS 3 v D)
® a7 Gj =) ‘:BL#%%E?)J% !
® ag DNRAEERTH DU L ag +ay Z 9 BEEKIEHEV
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DDD: K% 8 C TEH 7 5 HREFA DX E

DDD ICHBITBFITRL VY REIE?
s £HF (G) DHE/REHD L > RFH. B L LEBstg TEENICRAL
FEEINBITNEERSBEWVWEFITRLY RIZ1 D!

ZENTIZ G =0 MUBEZRITTVWARAVWI L 2B EHETETHWVEEIF?

DD with treatment effect heterogeneity
® G/ =0 DD #EME (26) & G =1 D DD HEME (a6 + a7) ZKRD 3o
QB INEIETRLYRIE?
A:G=0ICBIFBTITRLYF, G=1ICBITBFTRLYRD 2D,
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DDD : ENMNGRIEERZH I BNDIES
* DDD AMEX BRM 1 G = 0 DUBHRHEO (F5EHRIN—F) THSHZ L2 BHICELLT
BBENBS
o EHEBEATHIC 0o 5 () G = 0 DIBHBEADA. (i) LEEZ I HISTE OBETER T 55
BLODEBBIT S S L EFAR
= BRETB0IC. HIEHAER (RXA YIRS T4 v o BiH#) PEHRIYUE !

FARE
* DDD MAH'. DD with treatment effect heterogeneity & D HIREH'FF L
FENER
e DDD MAH. DD with treatment effect heterogeneity & D HIREHFEL
EI& IV @ exclusion restriction £[F L < 5 WEELMREDH L7 L) (Besley and Case, 2000)o

5] © Kamada (2023) I&. 275w o ahA>eWVWS, BADAI a5 ICTRAIELERLLE (BADI 25« TIKEEIEHIF
LA SN oT) FEWH 1980 ERICT XU ADEHEBICEE L EER. 2AOMIMED 20 U EICH T > TREANISE
L. $9100 FADEADOARBRABENE S/ %. DDD #AVLWTRLT.
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DDD: BN AR ERZHI BRIDIZS
& e

4:54 AM - Nov 24, 2022

Zero effect assumption HSiE7TcENBdDTHNUE. JVIVICFEZANS NS,

BRICEENR - HEBEANSZLOIR b+

52/95



DDD: ENMN LB AGER 2 HIBNDIEE
Gj = 0 IZDWT zero effect assumption Hii7Tcsnd D THNUE. JUVJVICFEZANSNS :

Yijt = Hij+ Mt + Hit + aDj X Gj X Post; + €t (11)

o MBIIHIF i LRI TA->TWBRA, HIROPIZER | LRNILHAFTENDIDT. wip ZANTH,
D,' X Gj X POSt[ L:Bg L Tl %é@%i%ﬁ?'&‘;%i L/ja:\/\o Lzb\ (5 D,’ X POSt[ L;%B = TC&D\ -
DOFRUFHEE TN,

o wiy HUH I TRR ICEWVWTEFHTAIRATNLVEETY BIZIX. EHETIEIEENED 570
BREAPXZOMDI 3 v 7)

oy HIE i HOERE ICHTBDHEHEHIHASTNBVWEEN BIRIF ) BPABTHNIZHI
ICHEHEHBIANEICXHTIREE - ERARY)

o e Bt CHRICEDZEH FEOEEY (RH ) ICNT3ELEDOREPZNICHSBEREHN
DEH)
ezl 3DBEOEFHMIKL NIV i TEDLBIHZEIE. w ISR Ty i & iy IFZHS5NEELN,
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BEXATHES

A: DB, B3 THZEIC. TEFEICETIHEINEA SN A LZEDOHBHKBICEX

HEEDHLEIS L LTWVWS, &L LB - LEBMIFOFIELLE D DD ICINX T, ZHRE
DHETH D ZehH. #HFRICWSBEEBMINALEEEFICT 5 DDD 25T L TW3, CDKS5%H
BERDDIICEWVWT DDD S CIFZYTH S 5D

Q: BESHZETREBV, BELRS. REOHBHREICRKEZSXRER. TORRMR (—R5H
BR) ELTEMOHBHBICOREZEX 2NN H B, ARHEBOAFETE XIE. STUVA
MERETNRL. WS T EICh B,

Stable Unit Treatment Value Assumption (SUTVA):
e MBS I —T BT IIL—TOHREERD RV X (no interference): SEIEEREMMBOI= v DAL
BREICKEFLAEV. REMENGEWVNC . WEBT I —T BT IL—TICHEERDH 5155,
WEBDITE WBZR) I IN—TOITENCHEE TSI 78. BB L THEEL AL,
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DDD : ¥iL 9 3 XA H = X LD
Kamada (2024) |&. 1962 FDOFMDERILICK DV I HFDEEHEMEILL. ZOMENFEHEZICH
o THEHRLTWA CtZmRLTco REIMIRICOVWT 2 DONMILTEX NI LD B B,

s RRBRODER | RILFHBENBZRL. LRICHIIHRIBB/IMETL. BHRHICHNATS
o KEMROMER | RILYV I FDKIEN S/ F2RONBBRBZILICKDEETRICAE TS

DDD ZE> CF v RILEHN L THLS
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DDD : YWiL9 3 X h =X LD&ET

Yit = Bimine; X post; + Boyakuzaj X post; + Bamine; X yakuza;j X post: + pj + 0¢ + € (12)

mine;: IRILEHEDHREE
yakuza;: TRILF—FEaalll. KILV 7DV HEL ZRTIER

Bi: RILFEEDITEIED (KRB DIRE)

By + Ba: IRELF@E + KLY O OITHER

(B1 + B3) — B1 = (RILFEE + kLY U ) - RILFHEHE

Bs = RILY I DITHER ((KBWRIC L 21RK)

LD L. CTTOREDREKICSTUVA . « - TIH. MAICHFLTLIEIVE
BB EHED LT3 —AICLMERIRINTLAL)
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Continuous DiD: HE#fED/\) T —> 3 U HEREH
Binary DiD:
o CNETOEMR  WEBEBUI D x Posty L LT FICMBZZIT 2 THNUL D = 1. ZiFhiTh
IEDj=0 WS EAT. #IE (cross-sectional variation) /N T—3 3 VWK I —F#
o LH L. BADZEREZIFZ. 2E—HETEAINZI—MPTHD. COLSRIFE. LWEETHIE
MW@ (time-series variation) D/NJ T—> 3> LBV EICH D,

o HETHC L TIEWITARWI E ! Ly = BPost + i+t + e (22 Ly tIFGHE R LV R) D& S HBOH
EToTIEAESRWV ! EBRIE =B,

Continuous DiD:
o XYO& 5% (HBWE. EDLSHER) MLBICEDRELPTUVHAEERS

o ZDLET. WEHNEA TN ZHIDESFRZE%Z AL T, continuous DID 175 :
Vit = ﬂZ, X POSI} + Ui+ Uy + €

Z FILELEIICAIE SN isEHREH, WERITATE T 3 & bad control £ 78578
o & O—ARAYIC I differential exposure design 72 ¥ & FEIEN S
° HIDR—ISDIRIF—EMmE YV IHFDOMIETH 1 >H Contiuous DD
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Continuous DiD

Continuous DiD D Fm « RF] =

o F& I EFREHOABICHEDMKELERV, EFREREFESHO7 IO—F L LT, AIZIE &
HBEHOFRETUEBY. & DB RIF MR e DR R IF i % —EERTHT 35 EDES
bN3, LH L. COLSBRTFO-FDIFE. ZELTZEABDICH > TILHZVE, Z(ELT
REEZD LTS ITLITTUEBREH L LEBEEOBRANAIKEDZ L VWSERNH S,

o RAFm : ZEZH® DD LD HBWERDFITRL Y RERET %, EEMICIE. EVMEZES
MIFOEREZRIZ. EFEHOEWMESR £ 2MIFOEREROREREOERZH 2D, BV
Ex RS MENMRICE MEZEZ M TH 2 BEICHRICABNRTHZ L ERET S WL
BEWMROEEM) (Callaway et al., 2024), FZZHRHDS—HROET L Y REBVWERDFITRL >
RIZERITEAL,

* XHE A& 2: Shift-share BA DD (DBICHRARB)
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Staggered DiD: LD XA =/ H1=w FTEL S DD

Staggered DiD:
o CNETIFNEDRAZ VI WEXZITZETIIRLTHS (D;xPosty) T4 >TDiE
wmELTE
e LN L. BEROEAL. HIRICK>TELRS (D) JeHEBW (FAXUHOMBIDZEE - BED
E#BERFIRBIDZEH) o
o CD&S%ty T 1Y% staggered DID ZM, MEBEMRICEEMHLH 5 & TWFE #HE=ZIF/N
-« 7 X9 % (Goodman-Bacon, 2021),
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BIEZHE (V)
WWBZH (D) HHREEH (2) IC&->TEDOHTHENTLEIRREZEZZS DHZHHAZI—DTr—2X
HEZRDB)

it
Hﬂlﬂ]

Wald #£
E(YilZ; =1) - E(Y;|Z; = 0)
E(D;|Zi = 1) - E(Dj|Z; = 0)
BFT N EINR (LATE) = I1EZHOZLICS L TUER ZT 3@ (compliers) IIX T DA ETNE

Ty = (13)

Z=1
D=1 D=0
D=1 | Always-Takers Difiers
D=0 Compliers Never-Takers

BEFAMDIRE (Monotonicity)
e Defiers (IV ARIFTNIFMEZZ T B KIBE) HLZEL
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IV Z[l)E53thTIRZX S
MBZH DD Y ICSZZ2ARMREMET I, DHPRENTH3H5E5%ZEX2 (E(D,¢g) #£0) :

Yi=Po+p1Di+€ (14)

BRIEZH (2) DIRRE -
O BEHEMSEDRTE (relevance) : Z 1E D ICRE® 5 X 3 (cov(D;, Z) # 0)
O BRAHIIDIRTE (exclusion restriction) : D ZiB L TOAHRBFENIC Y ICREZ 5 X 3 (E(6|Z) = 0)
* KK HBEME  REERIBRERICITERZE LBV FERD !
ELLIG  TREZHTHIUBEZHZZH DTS, BENICITZELRL
© EF%E (monotonicity) : Z D' D ICE X ZHEIZLETOEAKRTRE L AM
2 ERPEER /N3’ IE (2SLS)
O 1 ERFEBEDEE :
Di = a0+ anZj + pj
0 2 EBEEOMEF -

Yi=t+1D;+n;
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IV Z[ElF5IR TR S
BREH (v) ZiREEH (2) ICEELDFET 29590
Intent-to-Treat (ITT). @ % L\& reduced-form 34 ITT (reduced-form) :

Yi=vyo+viZi +v; (15)
ITTAHEZ TWVWBHD ©

o VICL>TEHMENAD (AVTSATVREMER) DEIEZEEBETICRRMREHTE
ITT & LATE (Local Average Treatment Effect) DEFf% :

ITT (Reduced-form)

—
- = A (16)
—— A
LATE (2nd Stage) )
1st stage

* MPEZRISERZHICITEREZELRV] OTHNIE. v =0 EHRBD. 61 =0 & H DB,
REENGReLT:
® First-stage F it = CRHEMDIRE Z REE = —AKEVIC 10 ALEDEFL L L

o HIMEDREDRENLIREL : SEIFLHEETH TV TILBIREITL 1st stage DIFHDFA
ENETDIIN-TTEETHS D EFIvs
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IEEREPDESDZE (Instrumented Difference-in-Differences, DDIV)

HIDOR—=IJD IV THA VICHBOEE MR T, BEERHPBEREDNV I -3 ohiMEZZ L&
5, CDIFE. BEEHENDESDE (DDIV) DMEZ B,

BEODIVOREICIMAT:
° W& (WE) ZH - BREMIIXNTBIFITRLUR
Miller and Segal (2019) ZfICEZ X TH&LS :

o ERBICHBITAUMEERBICEETZ 7 77—~ T17h0>3> (AA) BA = THERE
D =DV DEHR N - DVICLBHZA |

IV DIEETL © AA = THEE D (intended goal)

AAICE > TEID SNIELUERE DI = IBFED 7 b A1 L (intended goal I & 2 REIERI AR &
WER)

RLOF I IVIZAEZHOEEDHDTHS ! (B Shift-share)
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DDIV

1st stage

TABLE7
A estimates of crime reporting by assault victims

08
0 @+ 10 x Share Female Officers Dependent variable: was the crime reported to police? (Yes = 1)
o —e— 0V Reporting o [0} @ ) @ [5)
o —8— Violent rime Reporting ) Allassalt victims Female asaul victims
oa Reduced form Firstsage Tirstsmge

Dep. Var: Share Dep. Var: Share
03 femaleofficers | | 1v v | | femateofficers
02 Years of AR exposure 0003 0007
0.001) 10001)
01 Femle offcer share —1219 L1ss
o s s
Female x femal offcer share Los 13100 0317
0.1 (0.841) 10.749] [1.683)
. Female x DV x femle offcer share 32367 3116+
h itgation Year 031 11287
10 . Ungan s 0w B 2 — o . o o W
Vit ot an o s contols Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Fioves 1 . crime,
e i R DV indicator and interactions Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes.
h m diffe in tiation. The 15319 15319 15319 6,282 6,282
year bi ¥ ra 0.900 0.901
'violeat ertmes. Notes: The DV indicator is set to 1 if the victim is female and offender is the victim’s current o former husband or
. d n indicator for cite of any See
S . T fesin Victm, DV interactions. *+*p <0.01, “4p <0.05. p<0.1
MSA levl in brackets
Repested DV oV 4 yearbins
for years 2 from ligation because of smalle cell sizes ABLES
AA estimates of IPH rates
Dependent variable TP per 100,000 population
-~ 10w Share Female Offcers © @ ® @ ®
—m— ot remaie
T
—e— e e P Dep. Var
o Share female offcers || 1V v v
im sex Female __Female __ Male
Ist stage  vanarm G000
100001
Lagged female officer share. 4034 3137 4227 3059
e (e 070 (s
iy and year-ied efecs Yes Yes o Yes Yes
0 Commndion .y e s No No Yo N Yes
Non-TPH homicide e and crack index No Yes Yoo Ye Yeu
03 Lagged local arcacontols Yes Yes Yoo Yes Yes
o Observaions 372 am am am am
s 0856
o ° 4 Lgation Vear N ° e Number of counties 255 255 255 255 255
Fioves2 Reduced form S e o o o 0RO i s g gy oy
cn IPH ind AA initiati 2-year bins pulstio
i . S et for el abot th cack index. e Table 6 ot or e n ol ra cono. 2 <001
p <005, tp <01
county-year panelof IPH ates per he
ten or readabiliy.

<+ 2nd stage

e 2nd stage
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Shift-share (Bartik) }£{EZ#

MRS RT. BEZHERNEZHO MERH) (AW CHBEETHDI xR LI, L. £
DRREBZIBEREHHBVBEIZES TEIRED, 7Ot ar)l (8) OZSCERH ()
D ZEY% FIFA L 7= Shift-share (Bartik) I21EZHDE Z HZ BN T B0
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Shift-share (Bartik) }£{EZ#
BREABRICEZ ZNREBICEZ Thd S0

BEABR

o MIFLANILOBRS 3 v U 2B R (BERTE: cross-sectional variation) (share) E 2D ML > K
(M¢HFE: time-series variation) (shifter) h* 5158
s

o il i, EEEKk BEt T3,
o MIHS T TS, (HUTILOME L ICH 1T B I OEBHIBRK D> T T)
e E2EOBENL YR gf (BfEk Dt ICHIT22EBRER)

e i AXRICEIT2BRIRZRET L. k DAL LTHREZERX L S5, g ZHBR T 3BEOBRMIZ. H
KUNZ1TESRET2BEDBRBTH S,

Shift-share Instrument D13
® Zip =Dk Sﬁfto x gf
HAMRE :
o BRAVEIY: 2, PMIERZRICHOREEZE L TRELAEL

o MBI LIV I TDOFITIE. Shift-share IV IZFEEDNVI—>a o 6Bl h. REZH (B
DOWNBER) IBEETH DD

e FITLLYRRE : 2D L2 FAEITIIE. BREOD z 7HMELMIS E S VLWHIEICH 1T BB
X - BREIZTFT
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Shift-share (Bartik) 1Z2{FZ#
M T T sf,
Q L ZLPBEOBERNAELRDTIE?
A: ZNUIFDBERARE, BEEIZ. DEDHEBENSVMIEZEA TIIRET B0,
KEDEBETILTIE yie = BYks, X0 +pi+ye+ e, & HEHDOBEEINR (1)) NEENBD.
AN TEVWEENE (UH ; LANL) ICBET 2EMIKELE,
e BADEH : HrHLDOBEI T T7DEVEFHE
LUDBERL YK g,

o BRI [ BENSHAICREZ T 558, BARICHT S pull factor (HEAERDOHRENLE
&) ZROHEEED push factor HIVWVTWVWBDH OO S5 HV, —H. BERUANDEXTEIHETS
BElE. BEO push factor ICKZBREEZEZ S A TE. CHISEEROMIFICH T BILTERIC
IENENTH B,

o —iEMICIE. FHIFDTADY T T7IF. 2EOZEEFHICH LTI O TEAEVE VWS ERE,
7720, H3HFOT T T7HEVEE. EDREIFHED L= WAIgEMEN B 5 D TER.

* FLYRHHYTILAT. LSO TFHR-DLTVB EBIRLICK L,
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Shift-share (Bartik) IR{EZ#K

Shift-share Instrument D1&5E
® Zip =Dk Sﬁfto X Qﬁ(

s REMNBMIFOL T 7 ZNENBRL 3 vITI T REE S,

J—hF:
o Z DI : share (#8) OEEHNET. shifter (i) HIE

o L L. share BMET. shifter BREDIFEH S (Goldsmith-Pinkham et al., 2020)
* BIDDH BDERE%Z Shift-share ZEUCEHE[E]NF © continuous DID DHFFKT — R

° (i RIEDBEDHN DR WVEICLERTZWVWETIL (first difference)s (i) HDEDHEBRD S = 7HE L\
1 TIZE WIS AT (second difference) . IBFRXRIFTHN S (HBWIEEN D)
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| = KA —
RRIC
BART—ZDMICE T ZRRHERISEDETIE AL
o BT —RDMICEVWTIERITREREZ L DOREIFRALT TRRMRZHELL 1 VWS AL
s FIEMNERZARICARTTELERREZBL TV —FTHFA 2 OZEZRI L
o FSEARTAMREDWRINZIRTLT TCh<SVWESERMBE LTHRTE 31 &9
Kk
(R) BARBREZITO>TVBREERBIYAPCZA MLICTHEALITAVWI E (Z ZIFFLAD stylistic
preference T H' » » « ) !
o T=FITERX DR kILIC “A Triple-differences Analysis” X “An Instrumental Variable Approach” 72 ¥ &
BENEDTS
* SN HIC “causal effects” THB I Zz@AL TWVWBDEBICTS
= L E 27— causal patrol BB T B DO THIEICH L 9T 740
° ARMBEITH > TVWBILZRXDE—ILZARA Y MMIIFLAEW
L. ARMEREWLEIANZTCE .
° HiEMDIMNZE < DTHNIIEEIZH
° FATHARTIF XD Y ICEXBMRIE XX ZoTc) EVWSHDICH LT, LOEFHBHNARE. FE
THOMETOIHMER. EITHRTOB/REELR STIFEIF. AIEICHLE T DIFRIRHN
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Appendix
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5@ H7K— b+ (Common Support) ODEEH

EEBTHENBRSEREEREFLICEDSHOME: o -
o Bl BALEAOLREEOSH s oo dcan "

o EEYIEH I BEMITD T X=F« (concentrated

disadvantage index)

* BER I BALRADOEFMENHOEELDEL (K

oS
L

o

Percent of Study Population

ZH) .
(ST EIR DRI : o Il
s iiﬂll‘ib“% < ~ ﬁ*ﬁ@é*ﬁb(d/\@ < T :E) ;EIFEEILE\E Concentrated Disadvantage Index
o LH L. BRIZELEYR— FHBRVBHTOMNMEICE S B BALRAORBRICET S
HEEEEER S concentrated disadvantage index D 737h
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ER#sR (POETIL) ICHEITBIRE

o JHITMHDIRFE (independence assumption, ignorability assumption, unconfoundedness 7 &)
Y2, ¥ 1 D MBEHHBERREHEIMITH S Lo
° X% (exchangeability): JRIIMDIRED D & T) BT I —TF BT IL—TD EATNhIEZH - 8
BAESNABVWERICEITE) NSUIAHESN. FEWAREWNZEW
* MBI —TLHRIIN—TTIINBEROMER L THFINICIFERPRCICHRZ 2L
o —3 % (consistency) Y; = D;x Y] + (1 - D) x Y?: AEZ RIRICR T L T ORI, REZRITT:
CEDBERRIC—BL. LWBEZITRN T TORRIE. WBEZITRD - TOBER
RI—HT 3
° HEENEDNS X—RICHERIEKRTZ2—HECITERS
® Stable Unit Treatment Value Assumption (SUTVA):
* MBSV IIL—F BT IIL—TOHEBEERAD ARV & (no interference): PO MDD 1= ~ DAEIRREIC
KELERV. BRMENBRWC . MBI —T BRI I —TICHEERLH 3155, LWETIL—F
D17 (WBHR) IFHBITIL—TDTHCOHRET 376, BT IL—TF L THEEL 2L
o W DMBIRRED 7 LT E (no multiple version of treatment): +3 ICEZRINAB VLB IZA X !
o IFfEM (positivity) 0 < Pr(D; = 1) < 1Vi: WTNODLEBIZEID HTESNBEERN 0 TIEFRWLWI K,
RICBMBDEID YTENDIEERL 0 DBELFHNITBERRIIERZINEV
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E R #E5R DR AR

i TAEBDIBENER (unit-specific treatment effect):

=Y -v? (17)

6 i TAD TEZZITT-BOBETERER ¢ TREZRIT-LD - I-ROBERRES O
ELERIND,

o REFBIZBATETAL I TAD MEZRITTRD (RED) #ERI 3V LEZZITR
Dok (RIED) BRI OLE5HNDBRLHIMRATNAVE VS TAIT— 2 DREE

o TRRHEH/DIBARIZE (fundamental problem of causal inference) (Holland, 1986)
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E SRR ICH T B R T— S A

NEOY - BERRLY - BERREROE NEOHY - BEBRLS - ZRICENTE SRR
i D Y YY g i DYl YY) Y
1 1 10 5 5 1 1 10 2 10
2 1 7 4 3 2 1 7 2 7
3 1 4 5 - 3 1 4 2 4
4 0 3 3 0 4 0 2?2 3 3
5 0 5 3 2 5 0 2 3 3
6 0 7 5 2 6 0 2?2 5 5

ERICBRATET 2BRCBEERZHOBR
* Y =DixY'+(1-D)xY?

* (PO ETIIICHBITZR—HEDRE): WBZRBICT T TDF/ERIF. WBEZ T ZTDBEE
BRICHL. MBZZITED - TORBRIF. WEZZITED - EOBERBRIC—E TS
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FIFNENR

i TAEDIMEMRIFREREOHAHIEA TN L W=D OIS5EHL., ZOREB LT, LE%=Z(T
e IWN—F B ERITEN o1 )L — T OEARFER L& FHNBERR (Average Treatment Effect,

ATE):
e Yi1 _ Yl_o

ATE = E(6) = B(Y;' - YP) (18)

=E(Y) -E(Y}) (19)

o ATE: BEFHICH T D FHUBRNR

75195



WEZZFTIIN—TICHEITEFIGNER

WEBRZ\TT-TIIL—FICHBT BN EBRNR (Average Treatment Effect on the Treated, ATT)

ATT =E(8;|D; = 1) = E(Y; = Y?|D; = 1) (20)
=E(Y'|D; = 1) - E(Y?|D; = 1). (21)

o ATT MB*ZF1J I —TDER] ¢ TEBICIFNBEZZ T IIL—THRICBDIUBEZITH
Do TR DBIERER) DEFFEDE
o ATT = {3 = ATE
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WMETIN—T BT I —TDERFFEDZE - ATE « ATT DR

WETIN—T BT I —TOHABRERDIFHED Z=:

E(Yi|D; = 1) = E(Yi|D; = 0) (22)
=E(D;xY'+(1=D) x Y°|D; =1) —E(D; x Y;' + (1 = D;) x Y |D; = 0) (23)
=E(Y]'|D;=1) -E(Y'|D;=0) (PO ETILO—HMHLD) (24)
= E(Y]|D; = 1) —E(Y|D; = 1) +E(Y?|D; = 1) - E(Y?|D; = 0)) (25)
=E(Y] = Y?|D; = 1) + E(Y?|D; = 1)-E(Y?|D; = 0). (26)

* E(Y'-Y?|D; =1): ATT
* E(Y2D; =1) —E(Y?|D; = 0): TRBICIINEZZ T BENMRICOUEZZ T R8D > RO BIERE
R & TNEZZITERD >T-BEOBERR OE
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WEIEMERICEIDH TSN TWAIES: E(YID; =1) —E(Y?|D;=0) = 0: MBI I — T LI IL—
TOERFHNICIIEBSBUVDT. E(Y|D; =1) —E(Yi|D; = 0) = E(Y;' - Y|D; = 1) =E(Y; - Y?)
WEBY I —TF BT I — T OEHAERERDIRFEDE =ATT=ATE!

WEBHEMESICEIDHTOSNTLWEWMES: LB I —T LB I I —TOFEINRE=tL I3
YINA T Ro ATT#ATE
BAEREZROBHFEDE=ATT+ZLI>a N1 T R

* E(Y2D;=1)-E(Y?ID;=0) > 0: KT TELIZa>NRATR

* E(YD;i=1)-E(Y?|ID;=0) < 0: RAT TELIZa>NATR
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PO ETINZRIENBHTEZITHELDS
. MBI -7 BENRERTS
o HETL—7: BRISESIH
- BRZH 58

o WBNEEAICEIDIRSNTVWE T —X: MBS I —THRICODEEIR IO S LEZZITRD > TOER RS
=7 OERICIEFENHREIZHEV

o MBMNEEBICEIDIRSNTVWARWT — X BT IIL—THMRICDBEIR IO S LEZ T BN 2o TOER LR
IIN—TOEEICIFEFEL IS aVYNATR

MBAEIESICEIDIESNTWS S —X WBHEEBICEIDIRSNTLGRWT—X

WBEHIEERICITORTHAN

NG
w6 ELIY VA BNES HE ELYYaVhBBE

E(Y|D =1)-E(Y|D =0) =ATT = ATE

uEHR ATT=EY'|D=1)-EX°|D=1) sy
EX'D=1) o & BESE
WEHHES TS EY°|D=1)-EF¥°|D=0)#0
#5n3Ee
EY|D=1) E(Y°|D=0)
LEHETH
E(Y'[D=1)—EX°|D=0)=0 B5N3ES

E(Y°|D=0)

RN ~7 s =7 BN~ TN~
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PO ET /L LEIFESRDEIF

PO €7 /L:
* {R7E Constant treatment effect JLEXIRITL =Y MMIX L T—5E): V' - Y = pi.
o BEMRCBUAEROBR (R??): Vi=DxY'+(1-D)xY) = Y°+D x(v‘ Y?).
. J:a) 224D

Y, = Y?+ 4D (27)

N7 ZzORETIICEZTET &:
Yi = E(Y?) —E(Y?) + Y? + B1D;r = E(YP) + B1D; + (Y2 —E(YP)) (28)
=pBo+p1Di + €. (29)

EIRETILEZHTTHFBETRD S &:
° E(YI|DI = 1) :ﬂ0+ﬁ1 +E(E,'|D,- = 1)
® E(Y;|D; = 0) = By + E(¢|D; = 0).
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PO ETIILEERETILOMEG:

E(Y;|D; = 1) —E(Y;|D; = 0) = B4 + E(&|D; = 1) — E(¢|D; = 0) (30)
=E(Y)' - YPID; = 1) + E(Y?|D; = 1) = E(Y?|D; = 0). (31)

*R 31 (& p13 &0
BRSO L Z>a>YNA4F7R POELIZIYNATR

E(|D;=1) —E(g|D;=0)  =E(Y?|D; = 1) —E(Y|D; = 0) (32)

PO SEEN
* POETILICEWVWT (YY) 1L D; THODIL> TWHUF E(Y?|D; = 1) —E(Y?|D; = 0) = 0, #%EI(Z[E]
JRAHTICH T B E(e|D;) = 0 ICHIRT %,
s MBZTHHIEMELATHNIER 32ICHEITZ LI a1 T7RiEEDO
* MBI I —THBRIIN—TOBAGEREROIFEDE = g1 = ATE=ATT
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NRILT—42

QOutcomej D; D; x Timey Djt

Time;

ID;

100
120
200
210

150
140
50
50
300
350

200
270

180

240

250
30

180
180
250
250

10
10
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ARV FRA2T 1t ADBE « RFLEZERDIED S

2001 D5 2010 EEXTD 10 ERDDNRILT—RAEEL,

RREZ{IHE T D 20 DEERFEIC 2005 &

ICBDAZBIZEET L& S (tMOEFERFETHUENAZNC CTIIEHDOTCORRICERZHTB)
) Year WE 4 F/ W& 3 FAl WENAE WE 4 5% WE 5 F& ZTONEHRE
EX 2001 1 0 0 0 0 1
R’R 2002 0 1 0 0 0 1
o 2005 0 0 1 0 0 1
ﬁ%-i 2009 0 0 0 1 0 1
R 2010 0 0 0 0 1 1
W 2001 0 0 0 0 0 0
SR 2002 0 0 0 0 0 ]
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DiD : it L MOEMD L EVEL DD
ERETIL O IEER:
Yit = a + BD; X Post; + uD; + yPost; + €, (33)

° D UBBTHNUI . BB THNIZ 0 ZMB T I —THI—
* Post; : BB THNIL 1. WEF THNIL 0 ZEBSREHE = —

E(Yir = YjolDi=1) = (e +B+pu+y) - (a+n) (34)

E(Yj = YiolD; =0) = (¢ +vy) —a. (35)
® 34 H5 35 %5(<:

E(Yi1 = YiolD; = 1) = E(Yi — Yio|D; = 0) (36)

=(a+p+p+y)—(a+p) - ((@+y)-a)=p (37)

B: ALERHE
o —fRIABREEBEETILTIE. REDNRISENRE —HEICHEIRY %, TN TIE D; x Post; |REIBR
DTRIFuXy E—HEICHERLAITNIESRSBRVDTIE?
UDMRRZHD BB LEBREDHEHEHDE (ELUP 3>, HK) DD TIXNBEEE L LEEEED
BREHONL Y FDE IBESZIRZ S B) ICBELNH B, BRICERZ K512 33 1&L D —ARIVICIE
Y,'[ = +ﬁD,‘1 + Ui+ 7yt + €t t%%@i 5Nn3
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DiD (KBRS % £ > 7= B¥ D LEEL  (within group comparison; longitudional comparison) & ALEEF - LLEES
RIDLEE: (between group comparison; cross-sectional comparison) (C& DALBDERRNEZ AT B,
EBESHDEFHHRVGEICEDKSBNA T IDEL B D
o HEUTEDLLRENEFELARVGS: ERENZ BEICHIRIEER
o WEINZME: B+
° v MADEICHBY ZREMELIEZ D
SO IO> 3y INHBHEICITNBENRIZFHR T I AL (don't do a native before/after
comparison, unless you have a strong reason for no other macroshocks!)
o B FIAE L IcLEBHRWVEE: WBRICE T 2UER & BB DERTH D LR
° HEINZME: 5+ u
° u MBBE EBRBEDHRRINIEVWEIEZX D
S BB LBBEBICBIT2RRINBTVWEEBELHBZIHE1F/\N1T7 XT3 (e.g., selection on

unobservables DIFE)
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B % =T S EFEAHMEIRIC & - TR % S DiD (Staggered DiD)
B % 21T B EHAAMEIRIC & > TR7% 3 DD X staggered DID & FEEL. —ARAYICIX TWFE Z FBULNTHE
T 5, LHL. UTOLSHmIEEINT:
o ArAELELTWVWADOODHED I T TIEHL - £TD 2x2DID OfEAEHEDIMEFEIC
BoTW3 (BDTSTDED)
(Good) FTICALEZ Z T 1-Bf (MLEEF) vs. B Z 17750 W\VBE (LLEEY)
(Good) B THMBE = T T-Bf MLIEEE) vs. B Z 1T VVBE (LLEEY)
(Good) FoICALE % T 7o (LEEF) vs. B TUBE T 7B (LLEEH)
(BAD) 2 CHULEBEZ Z T 7B QLBEY) vs. FLICBEXZ T8 (LLEEY) — I BE 2T T-BEN LEEREEIC
BoTW3 ! ff2l. COBRBICAUBEZT TLWADTITBNED>TLE>TWS - - -

Yie = @ + @ + BPPDy + wy

k[p2xzk] , k[p2xze
k+ Sk
[I—

For three groups:

EDD:skU++$
— | r

a——

‘j L

2x2 DDs: subsamples with two groups (treat/control) and two periods (pre/post)

Figure: 5|F: (Goodman-Bacon, 2021)
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Staggered DiD

s WEMRNKFEZBELTENTS - 1=y FMETERZHE. TWFE Z{E>7- DID #EII/NA 7
293 — TWFE TRV DHEEZE S HBENH S (L E 12— De Chaisemartin and
d’Haultfoeuille, 2023; Roth et al., 2023)
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(Hoffmann and Velasco, 2024, DDD in Social Forces)

Z ORI EFAT B Ly Rz & v
Simple difference (D) Diff-in-diff (DD) Triple-diff (DDD)

- — — e
| |
1 l
| |

A | A | A
i
! | |
| | |
1 1 l
1 1 1
L L |

Time Time Time
8=A 8=A-B 5=(A-B)-(C-D)
Tigure 2: Conceptual comparison of simple-difference (D), differ fiffere (DD), and

triple- dl//eremc (DDD) designs. The trend of interest is shown in orange, and the mncal
dashed lines represent the moment the treatment is applied. Authors’ creation.
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Our empirical approach treats Trump’s 2016 electoral victory as a quasi-experi-
ment (Blank et al. 2004:148-54). We apply a triple difference-in-difference design to
individual panel data from the Current Population Survey (CPS). Nationally, black

(Goldstein and Hamilton, 2022, DDD in Sociological Science)

Triple-DIic&WT | OFIRIFIERE TIEAL

Table 2: Estimates from two-period lagged depes i ‘weekl among hourly
paid workers, pre- and post-2016 election
Base model CBSA fixed effects (incl. rural residual) Metro only
[ @ @ “@ 5)

)
Lag hours worked 0560" 0547 0509" 0508 0534
(0019) ©0019) (0019 (0019) (0022)
Trump vote: 3950"
(1307)
Black 5241 5.886"
(1657) (2253)
Hispanic 0754 1936
(1751)
Black x Trump vote ~1278!
(8774)
Hispanic x Trump vote 3167
(@173)

We turn first to the unadjusted baseline model. The positive Trump vote share
coefficient indicates that whites residing in CBSAs with greater Trump support
saw greater gains in work hours relative to whites in lower-Trump-support CBSAs.
Because the vote share variable is scaled from zero to one, the coefficient estimate
of 3.95 indicates that each 10 percent increase in Trump’s share of the local vote
(i-e., from 45 percent to 55 percent) is associated with a modest pre- to post-election
gain of approximately 0.395 hours additional paid work time per week for whites
during the November-to-March period. This means that non-Hispanic white hourly
workers tended to gain slightly more hours over this period if they resided in
higher-Trump-support locales.

NSV IRFMRICH T 2RH%ZE L TEET Z2RBER
BAEIFZ ~ZY THRTIEAWN !

BODH5HE = BA - RNV IILBFE NIV THR
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(Torche and Rauf, 2021; Dahl et al., 2022, ASR & AER: Insights @ LLE)

Torche and Rauf (2021, ASR) Danhl et al. (2022, AER Insights)
NSy TUBMBOI I, BEFOBEL NILOHEME

1. President’s Partyld. RED/NJIT—> 3> LA *XFEAEAA (CEEHELTVS)

2. MRV MR T1) TILRLY RZRETHLERW ZEEHOREI D M OBREF T v 7 IET>TWS
U, BROERONHZRLD, BEREBOBRLALWN

r " 8
PRE, = z B,President’s Party + ZBqPresideut's Party?, + ZState, Yo = Z By x Democratic. + o +  + €
=1 g=1 s t=—3

+[f(0) Y State)] + X v + e

§W g

LTI all

£ 8

i ¥

5

it g
NN N I i
A I IR LR
H L i i3 i i

90/95



HZE -FEZEMITSICcDIAX LT
BLDHDIEHE X« BHZEE X, £ L. BECOT-DICAZHRE DA I —ZHE L. BLDOH B0
BETILIEY = Bo +B1Xy + BoXo +€ T E(€|X,Z) =09 %o

o TMIDEBERZ—TICTS1: X DEZEELILESIC. Xy BR0DB 1 R EEICYIEB I
ITELT %,

* X; DEHNE LT IL—TAT. Xy DENELZEEAD ¥ OFHEZ KT 3,
ERET Lz REMESHFETE &

E(Y[X1, X2) = Bo + B1X1 + B2Xa. (38)

E(Y|Xy =0,X2=0) = fo (39)

E(Y|X; =1,X2 =0) = Bo + B (40)

E(Y|X1 =0,X2 =1) = Bo + B2 (41)

E(Y[X1 =1,X2 =1) = Bo + B1 + Pa. (42)

Effect of X;|X>=0 : E(Y|X; = 1,X» = 0) — E(Y|X; = 0, X, = 0) = B (43)

Effect of X;|X>=1: E(Y|X1 =1,X2 = 1) - E(Y|X1 =0,Xo = 1) = B1. (44)



HEE-FEZEMIBIEDIAR ML

HEE - BIEMNRZRE DT 3. HEEBHLWBE - BEMREINEI=y AT, LD
DEIEBNELZEZLRTZETHB. HEE - BENRZERICAND L. MOESHZ
EoTHA - HEZLEISELTVEDI DD SR O>TLES, THIC. FHITH Y TILYA
AHDBWGEE. BRENRZEILHNE KRB D, HEBDFREICR DML D B
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73R TRX

TI3ERTA N BLRBEEN H S C L ZREL L. MRD7BVWI EANFFICED > TV IEHEP
Y TILTRRETVERBRICHEDN W EEEHDD S
o JSRMEZEH: BLDHZUBERIGHEEEZFON. BODHZERERICITHEL LEBARVMLBEEH
® ARV IMRETF 1 DRFMBERZE > F-DHE TS EARDHD 1 2. ARMEHLHZDTHNUE. RFUBERIIREDEREE
ICIERELEARV
o JSUREREH BUDOHIBEREKCABEIZFT O, UBEHN SEEZZITRVL S BREEK
® BE - B - FREREOBRRELNRY T —UZBLTHEBE ISR T EEZRELTEVWE T B, BT -2 TETADBRNEE
BIZEIDYTOENBWES, 75 ERBRERE LT, Ry bT7—UEBL TERLEAVEREN (ZFE - 88H) 2BALTRY
=W INSDBEREBMICHE LBV 2 R ENUSEROEREM ISR < 45 ( Cohen-Cole and Fletcher, 2008)
o JoARY TV TS ERBEAIGEODODH 2 BERCISLERAETH SH. UWBZHN SHEZZITRL,
® ZANIOHFENHD LSBT ayvy FIRIE. BTB) IFRAOHBHHBICHEZEZXZN. BAOFEHZICITHELEVL., L
Ho>THARTSERBERHL L TES LA TE S, DD ZIL3R L 77 > T Difference-in-Differences-in-Differences (DDD,
triple-differences) Z {5 Z X A AJHE (Agan, 2018) (RRINEH R W ERE L7z £ T)
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