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s ASERSZR 7 LA ITRE ) 512
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tw o T I SEBE & B T T97-98 FEHITHERT A (RIEIARA IIRER T R R T i
B S IR E - BRI R 2 f i) 3t fTEE R A& Bt & B 2 ATk
S ERR LR T2 e E AT A LY R AR ¢ DU (AT 47
Bbeht e R FH G E B ot RE97H7-9 HTH) TEI& A ) « ASCRENER]E
BR SR K RERMIE DA8E ~ Ji =/ NMEM BT ~ DU AL EE 7 & N iR
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WA

(AR F % o0 fe B % o SO IR v mT AR (bR A 22 - (HAEGE
HE(G IR AZAVRCRANIAE IR » AWFFER A T AGERESEREE (propensity
score adjustment, PSA) 1 > #2008 F ) EGE I RIEAEIT185% LA 21
AR Z EAEZSHOHERS - 1T T R A 753 DUB HLAM A PS AR 72 2 £
ET AR LS o TE S fE A ERRER(E (propensity scores, PS) FUFHH 7514
s ACB SRR R A o > DRIt R R B Y {18 oA oz R 3 T
RURMI S

AFRGE LUF — I B SR TRt 5 i e 88 B 3 T o 2
BRALAH) RPSAIZEA « (1) TTBIEHZEE R A &HITH T#
(v A ) LAY 2 a8 ROARAY b2 Ry R AR v A e - KRN
PS A B i M (A INHE 2 AL T ROR A LR YR o 5 SRGE B A A 3 HE B
(REH RS BEIE) & - AR > EEEREY
EHEREL BATE AT BRI HE o HREWA SRS - A%
B RERE R IPS ATE(G AT A N

SR« B E ~ ISR - N ERARIERL  RAE
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A Comparison of Propensity Score Sub-classification and other Calibration

Methods based on a Telephone Sample to Estimate Internet Usage

Su-Hao TU
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Academia Sinica

Abstract

While post-stratification and raking calibration methods can reduce
sampling errors, they have estimation limitations. The author adopts
propensity score adjustment (PSA) to estimate Internet usage based on
data collected from a 2008 telephone sample. Comparisons were made
among post-stratification, raking, post-stratification PSA, and raking PSA.
Stratification was used to produce PS weights and to compare estimated
Internet usage for seven sub-classifications. The Taiwanese Social Change
Survey conducted during the same period was used as the reference sample
for PSA, while official statistics based on a Digital Divide Survey as the
benchmark for bias reduction comparisons. Results indicate that (a) Internet
usage estimates based on PSA adjusted according to base weight (i.e., survey
weight from post-stratification or raking) using five sub-classes were more
accurate than other estimates, and (b) bias reduction based on PSA adjusted

by raking exceeded that of PSA adjusted by post-stratification.

Keywords: Post-Stratification, Raking, Propensity Score Adjustment,

Sub-Classification
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— R B AS A A A A SR 7 BE Rk A T B2 I ORI 3R
R BRI RERE 2 AR B R AN [ [ (Lee and Valliant
2008) - {EHBERIE I ARk 28 T 0 - FI I EEERRSRAE R (AR A
HOFIERIECITHRE » & {18 R (K e 5 2SR » B — (AR R E A A S Y
Ry AR AR (Duncan and Stasny 2001 ) ° 3%k 2K B E 4%
EAERERAA L & B ERS KA SR E S22 LN
LB IR R R (ke ~ dE i Tl Bl - B
R~ SRR ~ s E S IRERE 2014) o FHREY  PLERRA SRR RE £ 2
R AR E S T RGBS & - kS BRI /A, G
FEAGE P A2 T Ik - IR Al th 2R (R AT i 2 AR R (U T R
(Lee and Valliant 2008; Sirnath, Martin, Hoaglin, and Battaglia 2009 ) ° 5
TAEAIF RN A P 2 AR R LA o HAME OE AEAF R
M FEEE R R H a2 B PEEREERE AR AP ETEER
BRI PR - AR LBAGRIE - E5EFEBIER=ER NN
7% > TRBIVEEEER SRS E T AR (AR R SRR TR R — B IY A
IRERRIEET o (S - BERREER < 229t SRR AR RRs I L 7t
AT A A — = AR R A RTRE (k2R ~ sKEL2000) °
BRI AR R RS BARA RS —EHHE RN F Sk
AHE[A]JE o ] e 2 A ] AR (R S DX R S AR HE ~ SR NME
K~ THRH B M A R TR AL A AR M LRI » RERSBEE AR (K n]
e B ik SR FER R DIRER @ ] - 3 5 (i ISR I AR - thn)

VRIS TEE AR A E ST AR 0 201 VIE SIS R B RS HY RS
96.06% (UK 2014) -
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Rese KR 2R P AR (Rl — B aE 57 A6 b T B Rl A SR LR IR S (Lee
and Valliant 2008) ° 59t » BEEEHLE R LR NINBEIHIZR - f£28
# AR RN RERE - MIGHAEaUERREARES - I IR E A
Kb - BIR HIRE IR OH R - TEEAR NI - thlks
NEGHREFERIRAEZE (EHE 2008) -

LA SR DL E R ERAR R EEIN R BB - —
MEHIVEE S RALHEE PR 2% - DU 75 #E A4S SR TR R
HETEARE - BRI LB & S%E (post-stratification) ~ RIS
BNtE (raking) ~ Z BN (multiple weighting) ~ AR ENI#E (linear
weighting) BIGREG (generalized regression estimation) ¥ (fEZ5% ~
BIRIR ~ iRI7TEE 2012: 202-206) © 38 LLTIHE /715 2% 3 EEAE HI I 2t
A RN ZE A TRE B S, - DOERIRRA & et & A
BRI RET DU REES - FREE RS RS i A — {8 v DU IOR e/ NE
Lt & N VRHBU BRAE A RERL > B NS — i/ MRASE S AT LA
REHEFME (LD mteg AOFREE R - T KE—RZ
KK - #i5.2 » REEA AR 2 sl s D e IR (D0) tdr N
{8 AR s A A AR A B[] FEE R 3 R H (IR 7285 (Kalton and
Flores-Cervantes 2003; Lee and Valliant 2008 ) ©

ANt FEEEAERL & AN CRHEEIE 77k 05 A SoERY 22 (Kalton
and Flores-Cervantes 2003 ) © fIIt#: » BRAHE St & A CIRFHE /3 A7
PIHE S BT R > (HAAFR R Mt & A VR EL (AE AT/ B RE
) (it R Btk 2007) o HASEAUEHRHEG R A8
RF > JHS SR ey A A I A [ R P R A A i 2 T % BB P R () [ 2 T
Re N AR R HHE & N OREBZE0E (BROIERA) - IERREER
R PES AN EEIEEE (BEE - BOLE 2005) - 1F
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S BIE ORI (raking) RIFFEthSBUIMERTSCR AR (26
L~ FREGE 2008) o AL Ei]ﬂ%ﬁafﬁﬂfﬁzﬁ%%ﬁﬂﬁ#mi)\Dﬁ%’ﬁ
BIE (BIANsEh e BB BRI ~ R BT RS ) - AREAE R
T s e (UEKZE 2006) ©

ESMHEEHE (it A D BIE & A R R T
LIGREG ( generalized regression estimation * 5 Fff fZlinear weighting)
B > 2 HFHR B s i o B A R R A g A 3T A
B nIER A AR A BRI A F ) e TR - HODER
B R A AR G R (JRENE A48 IH - target variable) HUSHE]
#IH (auxiliary variables » BIIHERTFFAY A B0IE N TRFEIE ) - K
TR0 i AR A A s SRR 1 T MR BT MM A RO > LT
B E b AR BRAR EHY A0 B A —BUR L o TR AR UHE
7 ) Y fie 165 =2 1 i 1) A8 2 L [ AR TR 2 P B RE FE R 8 - IR S8
5o GEHEREIR B (Kalton and Flores-Cervantes 2003; Bethlehem and
Biffignandi 2012a: Chapter 10) °

B2 » FIHEEF R RO 7B A — LR - & IC » IRAE AT RERT
FEERMERUE B - H2K - SRR K 2 (B EEIE > 3 RIR (E R
JEIR @ o FE - IIHERTTRE 2K B F> RIS RO E B TE T by A BRI
WA ST - HERA ~ BESATRFHRMIIERAEHRAZ (Sirndal
2007) © FHAH—REFEETEA] DISCAR DL ERIIHE /7 A RIRRE (B
WHIUEAIEAEE - BRI ) o ORDEEIRERURCR o RS
KA LUEE R R B A BRA R & iy -

BEFIE > IR SO » TER] JGERRZASTTHE (propensity

? HE RS SGREGIIEH » H 22 BB IEE AT & R X - 1
HBEHIAIR (Kalton and Flores-Cervantes 2003; Bethlehem and Biffignandi 2012a) °
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score adjustment, PSA ) JRFHAELAS R OHES & & TR EHRE > TLHE
K E AR 2 BB AR E (BIAHEEsERE) - PSARFIM S
— [ B EEA (reference sample ) ELILA#IE (covariates) »
PR TR PR TEN] - FERH THEIORRAR(E (A GEHEAR(E -
propensity scores, PS) FFRAMEZMOEE 1R EFTEE (Lee and Valliant
2008) - ° PSAFEFIERRAHE(GHUMHRARZCH » BISME A BT E
M~ NFESEIE - RRAZFRAE - SETEHPSHIEER L - B FPS
FHETTERIMB BT (Judkins, Morganstein, Zador, Piesse, Barrett, and
Mukhopadhyay 2007; Lee 2006; Srinath, Martin, Hoaglin, and Battaglia
2009) : (EEBAER FHEHRERIRIVEE RG] (FL3R5E - fBin - b
KZE 2009) o Horfro EYME DR FEETT IR AR A AR (R
P > base weight) A APSABLTE » LUK AN AANE A HEEPSAZ 15
R A ELEL (Duncan and Stasny 2001) © 9RT » EEEASHEERA TR A AR
AEFTPSANY » 8 G @R A HE SRR - AR 2N I 15 2 {8 1 e/t
FeHERE— T RER AR ) - BRI PS A rPA A A 1
SR LBVE - M FEBCHA A 2 B TR S R IR B R0 T JE R AR TR
BHEIMNE » AT — (8 2B U RS kiR BERE A A A > L
% ST NE ~ SR ~ RIS EIIIPSA ~ AL BIH Y
HNRERIPSA ~ B A BT EIIPSA » FifE FHIARIIfGEHER o 7537
i FI FH PS A IE AR ASHE (5 1 e R 7 B e (1 ELAR B R AR RER (L 3T
6 > DUREF & A FR AR EIEE - M T E#ER) 54 Lﬂﬁlﬁ
Ko WU S TG A T B LU R B R SR RIS - B b o
FRWTeHEE T IRAEMFIRERIIPSA L, » A3 75 BT e] LU#E A R A
ARCEITHERGIAS B - A& (R EAE25091EET (Rosenbaum and

> BRESPSARIEL - # REUEM] - 76 F—A A EAEMTEA -
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Rubin 1983) o HIFFAMIER A 2408 SRk S R 5 R e - ACHiF
FeULBANMET] ~ HBURHE A MR 2B R E AR REGL
PERHERERE (BERE S ARE) - E RS IRCRAVEEBEEE - ILBUR
iiatdid ( TS EFE) ) B2ARC - KEBERRIURA &
RHOK + FAERA R B S S i A B RS AR R T ¢ B
R AR Ao B i s R B R+ AE RO E T AME B 2181
FM > HEAR TR LA - tEmRR TR -

PRILZSY > AR B A DR H T 5 b
FTPSHJ%# (Bethlehem and Biffignandi 2012a) » FLEEANAEIfGEF 7%
ROR - MR AT AN R A A B L o PR SO 3 I 2
SR ENET LURE(RR90% i3T85 2% ( Cochran 1968; Rosenbaum and Rubin
1984) - i@ FHARIHFZERS R L B2 I R E R A BB DRI E R - A
o B b (R RE R G 2 B TR AR R PSHH A 2 BHAR
HJ52% (Harder, Stuart, and Anthony 2010) ° B AMFSREE TR » FLMHHR
i at AR R L LA AT £190% » [IMIE /0 #H #2 LA W RE

(Imai and Dyk 2004) ° % /D /3 HBHCBOE S0 ES R - AEA
LA T DY (A S HE A FL

* R T/ NESE AR HERS (small area estimation) FT9E » £ 1 BN m A= » £
SLECRR TR AR B LB - CERASIIMERI B UL T » M R EHE RR T HUBRAS
ST BRI SR o IEERA A R E S - K@M HEG & R - A —HIEH
FEHeEf B (B RBGAHARI TS ) o AFZERTS AR &E - BUINER LA H
KA 2B RSR FAE2S > WFERERTHY FAE2S > RIS 6 2 PS AR HL L
S -



P A GEERAR T RH B EC A A 77 R B PR AR A RS RS - EARAUMER 123

—~ SCRk

N GE RS P LN B 2 B it iE (propensity score
analysis) » EZEA M E R o (8 ZRa ik IR 8 = 1%
ff5% (observational studies) 1T IASRAHERR SCRERAI T o TERRZ 7
il #E AT ARG SATIRE - SR AT LUR S R BC e S RO - SR B BRIA
Fr VSR BB RLE A TR R AUE 5T (Rosenbaum and Rubin 1983,
1984; Rosenbaum 2002, 2005) ° tRIZPSARJHAFHE » 3 {HZ AR —
R (FHFCHERE > treatment) P E&NGZEEE (HIRAKE
treated or untreated)  ia P iR B8 2 [ (%8 52 n] DLt —RH B i [R5 0
$H%ﬁﬂﬂ%ﬂ%§ﬁ’\]¢%&ﬁ@lﬁ (observed covariates » JREIIARIH ) Fr FEHI
I5F > FRAMEN AT A8 — LA IE - S DUg R I it o A 8 AR I R i 2 2R
% (G treated) EI’JTE@UT%*@ (GEBEZR(HE - ° IREMER 38
propensity scores, PS) o FFI| I A EEREZR {41 78 21 Wi F AR RE 2 T
Fo¥ - ik BEEZ M IeE A ERER T 2R - (HRRE (&
M) E (treatment effect) (Rosenbaum 2002, 2005) o HHEf [ o A%
ORGSR > S HBBIELE IR Z IR AT R 7347 (balancing) » JREIECES
TRA(E A REIRRE < [ & A TR SRR 3 > A0 - M T DUE K
ffERIftiET (Zanutto 2006)

R MR HEER IS - PSAIKIBNY R B EGUHE (counterfactual
framework ) FJPHEREES > ANTH BUE AR I B UR O 7T 55 SR 2 TR BH AR
TR ER TE R (BIAIRRTEBEARYE ) - AT 2 i L IE 2 ]
(FIHARME (collinearity ) © HELEE LG LA A ge Bl i [KEIH (52

* A B AT IR B o R B A 0 A
AT PRI A



124 SR E AT

JEPE > treatment) FHBARYSLARIE - FHI A CERA G T 255 @i H iR
TREL - 591 > HEAGEHHN AR R AT ERCR » T EHIRUE -
BTSN RE W FC AR B AMA] 35 B ERE R ST » 38 R — {8 HL i RE Al 4R
BIZRE - REMGEEREN 377 (Harding 2003) © 7RV ELHH
7 fE R P g £ 4 (Rosenbaum 2002, 2005 ) » tWE M TEfL &2
FHRBAERERIITFES (Czajka, Hirabayashi, Little, and Rubin 1992; Harding
2003; Zanutto 2006 ) ©

T PS AR S HH e FI A AR A HE(G B A A5 SR (3T AI W (E 2
ZIRA (reference sample) - 37568 Bl I HEFTE RN HAE0H > FEHHT
FRA (ARBBSEA) HER2FRAN GERARE » L
B~ KRR B 75 3 D GE R AR o (025 2R Bl I [ 2
RE  BISERABER SRS G B EIEA (treated group) » ©
S Z ARG R W RS B B [0 JEAURE A (untreated group)
(Bethlehem and Biffignandi 2012b; Austin 2011) ° EH8FJTERE » 6
— B ERCEEE L AR 2 E AR o WS F AN R
AR RIS B D B BRI S - B Eaim s B E s
AR SR o 58 R ERAFHERL A AL IR E SR H 2%
PR B A L A B AR (kg A8 / Bkt & A R E
BAIE) o B =~ FII FH R S TEE AR AR - BRI~ B
ERAR AR T - RIS B (A TR A = M i Pt BT
BT~ HIRCE R R AL B RE B AR o B - BEETIREAR AR SR AN
1SR RHEEHE (Lee and Valliant 2008, 2009)  °

A PR ELDER - PSAREEEE S G A A4S SR B A SRR AR
HERE - AOEFIBISERANR R GBI - ARGk E a2

O TREMEEES THE RAGEFHOFRARRAS -
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A SZAEAI R R AT o ANATATE » KI5 B AR B G A
PSANTR B IR B S A SR BRI ORI 3w P e - B IDIE RHRE
SERERGTAGE AU o N (hEHAVERE S G IR EE - 2F A A
ETRAR 2 T AN EER M ¢ AT E W ST Ao » FRK
FEELRHIE R » A ERRZRER R T EAIE A -

RSSO - A ERARERFR T E R A ST - SR T
{5 FH ELFE T B AR 715 - i ARIB AR BIG DU AR AR SR AR AR
B2 Z R AETHZEIIECE (matching) © fH RIS —5H—0IRCE -
{HIXFCE HIAE R AT SR — B — BB R GE - LUk ks
HERC S M AE A ELAD 2 R — ¥ — B — B HORC A 7% - B0 - B4

(greedy matching) ~ F#APUIACES (nearest neighbor matching) ~ HEHAC
¥ (optimal matching) ~ PLRSERACET (full matching) %55 » L
E20FEBCE! /7% (Rosenbaum 2002; Austin 2011, 2014) 7 A3t » F
H T TR B2 (MR B AR EME S AR Er el & -
HRRE—H—E g A -

B R JGERBEAREIRL (HEB) 1% (inverse propensity scores) ©®
FERFH AGERZRE (PS) AUEIEE (FHREE > AR B R AN
H o MERAL CABIS AR 2 TR IREE IS LB AT 1T - HmhES R AT A AR
PSHERCE A RARAT MR (EIRE (1A A EREAR(EIE R AR > 8 IR E R
BEAMEZEH ) - (HEERZ %K (Schonlau, Soest, Kapteyn, and Couper

Parade

2009; Stuart 2010; Austin 2011; Bethlehem and Biffignandi 2012b) ° 55 =

T RECETE R A B EE T2 RASEE HEUE S HAMAER S HEA
e A P A0 TR HE ) )7 » NSO »

8 kit Hinverse probability weights * response propensity weighting % AS[F] 4
ﬁg’a °
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i e % 8 J15E (covariate adjustment) ° FEE I A GEBAREHEEH
BAIH > P A BRI AT ARG T ARG SRR P S AU - B
W — 7 SRR AR (1 Bl SR T ] EL R (R MR B AT Y 773 © thIK
IE7E A S — e A e o S S B B U e T - AR Y
771 (Austin 2006, 2011)

FVYRE S XIEA 7340 (subclassificationZXStratification) * /& {k#EA
EAERIPE R FTES AR 2 H AR RESFE TR (Luellen,
Shadish and Clark 2005; Austin 2011) © HE FREEAHEE % H—1Y
Bl 770 AR - BREE ~ BEMERITCE RN - FERIHE
A B R B A (E S oA« TR — et iaka T e 3R - HS
(EFAPS AR BR Al A K B AR ER ARG T HORERL (BN RERL - base
weightEsurvey weight) > #ESEGEM(GEHE (Yanovitzky, Zanutto and
Hornik 2005; Zanutto, Lu, and Hornik 2005) © £S5 & 3R &l it
A RS IR IR — XA M PSR A 2 E A R R
FHET LG » DUR RO BE A K B R EE B - 7 A g — R AR 7 i U B IE
TREC (BIPSHER) o IRER I B I RIS B — R A o L T R (L 3 14
ESGUES R NELE B e g /N 2y Rk ZEiETE & (IR L 26
BIZRRAMIPSAETHA (Lee and Valliant 2008) © * BRI £ EIZ M
MERRAS NG - W] DGR — P R &2k B 2 H A B R AR R %

(N) BtESE B TS s A fhEHE (BCR ) REfhE
(AT R EHFE SRR AR AR Z MR 52 R a DL b o 5 A ERER
(i B3 R T AR TR R R B (R0 & 2R FUABE LAt )7 T B DO E TR
7= (Luellen, Shadish and Clark 2005; Yanovitzky, Zanutto and Hornik 2005;

? BRI BRELA AT 2 F Lee (2006) BELFSE - FEBUSEULKEE (2009) A
18 W R SCER IR R B AT » BEACSCRSE » Bl &R -
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Bethlehem and Biffignandi 2012b)

PSATEBISFEBGUG Ay - H 2 ERRAERERPS AR &5 1] LB B
HCINAE /735 SN it A B IH A R > A G Bk AR R E
FIFERE o B AMTE 2 — &R AT > H2 R PS AN (EAg ke aH
T EFEMERR A (Lee 2006; Schonlau, van Soest, and Kapteyn 2007; Lee and
Valliant 2009; Schonlau et al. 2009) : HAEEEFIEK A (Duncan and
Stasny 2001; Srinath et al. 2009) ° thf5 FLfHERS BB A HE A Z PSA
A (Schonlau et al. 2004) o HA) T RER (L FEPS AR Bl 1 1
#8 (Lee 2006; Lee and Valliant 2009; Bethlehem and Biffignandi 2012a) LA
Bz PSASEGR IHE 77 HEEE (Judkins et al. 2007; Loosveldt and Sonck
2008; Srinath et al. 2009) °

FRET AT AR - FEMGEHBORTERE - $58 ~ TRRERE ~ SR 7 ~
DIR B FRARIE ~ 17/ SRR 25 & fd 1 R |- e E PSA ] R E 3R 7 -
A ESE E AR AL B BREGE BRAR - PSAD BR AP AN A A 1 B

(base weight) & E 1Y > MHEMEAVRHERRA A IR BT -
MR RHER © & » 45 H AU AR AR HEAL 117 LA E YRR 2
PR - 15 TR B LAV YEREE - AlE BT A& E (PS)
ARl A PSTEBURE - I AN I A A M BG T 35 H e AR B IEHUPS
%7 (adjusted weight) (Zanutto, Lu, and Hornik 2005; Lee 2006; Lee and
Valliant 2009) ° AN TERIRE R - ARIGAT A ST A T35 HI 0 FesE REH
T AR AR - PSAME AL A RO 2 EEARAN A A P B
B HAMEIREE R %S (Duncan and Stasny 2001 ) : 7EHE(SREES AL
RS0 5 R 28 0 2 P e (LR 8 A 3 ) 12£80%.8195%  (Lee 2006
Lee and Valliant 2009 ) ©

FE BRI BRI 780 - F I 25 8 T8 S 7 R 72 s T 3 A



128 =i sl

FIRBCR AR » NRGHER (BIEE ~ BOCHE 2005 + %2 - #HCE
2008) ° ESTHEHREFEIZ @AKRET > BHILBE®RIEN /5%
SR MO B TR ERfEE ) (ERC ~ 1RIG5= 2003) B

M Jgx HCE PR EE TR fanfE ) (fefiRaE - 8483, 2006) © {H
R > AT HCE S T B IR TT AR ST R HE(G ARSI AR (Ut
KFE 2007) o BIEEETEILI 2055 B A (O] AR H 4R - fE
G~ A S BEYE K ZE (2009) FHEPSA > h22FLee (2006) HUHEHEE
IR AT SR RE AR E R A ARE - SRS SRR
PSABERMTINHERL RS (USR] ) - (Rl AR RAGE 3RS « i >
R FE AR (R AR T - FHETRRBITEE 2 tERRIT S - 3R 1RZ 7715
BRI AT o

= ~ &R b
(—) BUEEHEA « BEEEABUERHN Srhui

ANFIE B R & R B GO PSR o ARIRPS ARV H BLACH
FHIER - B EBER2HRA - 5 2 EREANFBR R G
R o R HE - PSAMMSET B AR LAUZER o BUERER AR
MK > PSAERT B AT o A5 R BU = ARSIt fhaT
H 2z b 2SRy & PSS A ET 2 Uk FLicCEEYE - 35 (B IE RHIBHY B4
A AR E B PS AR e EEHAE o AN - B ER A B R O R
MR FEL AR TERR S A A AT RIS - HASam R A & A Ak
o (H2 - @AARINZE AR » BIARFFEERER, 752 FEBIRG R
THRE - NI - EREHECCEENISERARER - A AE2H
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FRAHIEEBOR R AR SRS » JEAMTEIRETHOSIE o v] DUREE f& ANt
FEASIRIEPSARIEEAFH - S T TTARIFIZERAE - ERNERK
A AHFEE R IS &R L B EE AT - HAGEER ARl
BT Z AL TTE T R o T HRERHIE o AR A A E SR — ]
WS ~ BURARZAS ~ BURAEERE ~ A E AR RS R flE T
AR RR AR

R TEH TSR ~ 2 H A BRI o AR YRR 5 = (A bR
R o BURRAT RE97THE7-8 H#ATHY THTHE HEEMFE (L
iR TATIEERS ) ) 0 o ' IR RSB ASMRM (CATD)
fraf&ahn - DIEE i a1 85k i DL i A s 2 REAR R &
& D@ P EERSE T RE (5 93- 04 F(ECEAA B RIERS
FHER S > HETT /7 PP B R Afi il (stratified systematic sampling) ©
B LB 3 ERRmi(F23 2 g - IRIBTEP BT R R 96 12
AR 2 NORE B R RER A8 > IS LR R il & o0 e
HEE) B o H2X - R 2B RS R DUR MR I HIRE R hl 5 R
TR E T ERR RS - METRERISAIREREEE - RRAATt RS
Hlibh (UEKEE 1996) - $H3AF P Et&28E 2 B AT G A B
THAZETER » RIE5THI1,050% ©

SERAR BRI B TH T 20 5 it &g & S A & T X
2R (DUN R Te8&msG. ) 1 > DIEBEihmTm18 skl bz
TEERBIEER (78512431 HLAHAE ) RAHE - 8 EEE
RS HITRIENT (sampling frame) » 73 —FEEPPSHIit&L (probabilities
proportional to size, PPS) fliHISZ3A %R » 532,067 (RITE ~ B

O BRAIR ¢ (KBS A IR R B AR S I ) ~ BRI 38 2 St 44T )
ffr7eaTE » 97-98F R FEBLATIE £ R B 31— - A ERER A TR -



130 =k s

Hit 2008) -

BRI SR ke (BT TEEHAERREZEZEEGPRE
9O7HET-OHMATHY TBINI TS 22 d ) - R AT LR R B A 2K
RIVEHR R FHE2s o ILERE IR E NI BT BERLEI R (CATL) HEITH]
M > DI &R REFAE 09793 H B 2 S 2 s B £ Eas
Fi P 4 iR S > P DL SRR (R B A TRE B AR > 5
i EEER SRR TR R RIS RE SRR T - SRE S R R AR E MR 2
L@ 1 2% L AR BIRE R SR SR P BRA B DA B T
TR RBI97THET A 5 2 % B 1258 DL A B ET HRHE - TEHERS X 0R
T195% (S DK HE BLAIER AR 2/ VD 4% i A E AR AR 15,0000 ©
S o stErE e - BEACER - BRGRIRR A TS A T BIOR 2 BRI R e R
AZFEB00 (HIFRERE £3.5%) ° BTV ERRAB 16,131 - IS
B ERAS BE 22 25 B2 3 2 T S ot A 5 1 SR Y B R, » ASHIE S5 [ PR 2
BR12-1758 Bl Bt AR AR (BRANBIFS13,238) > ROIIREALEFAY -2

(TTE e R E % ZE B & 2008) ©

() o Bl i fef

ARFFELLMER] ~ iy ~ BB A FEN I > H SRR AT
L BIACE M (raking) BRI e - AL MREIFFHEMEE (base
weight) ° Rakingf& /7 LA ~ Ffn (18-297% ~ 30-395% ~ 40-495%
50-595% Bl60k fe LU P TR TG ) ~ #BF (BUNLLLT ~ B -~
R RE DL BRI EBE ER )~ DOt (JEAEEE - BkT
B~ R - ERE - SR E RN ) T > EH

MR S HT S AR T AR L RO R 3 RLee (2006) -
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TSI A SR AR E G SR B A e H RS TR 2 R s b o

BRI LR ~ Flin (7538 > 18-295% ~ 30-395% ~ 40-4975%
50-595% ~ 605k S LA L) ~ BERE (=408 BIFELT ~ & -
REJ LI L) sl (PUs38E > db > b~/ > 8 PO {EEEET T X o
f& » A IEIRENE o (HIREEE A BE 1050 » PUKERS otk -
A BBy N S B NS T L B R R NRIRE » AT SEHE— & OF S AL
Bt ~ GBI S e o 12

SE AR F BB SRR A FH R VY B Ve 1 T 2 R S T I -
111 1 4 R D A MR BT 98 72 3 A S LATE R ~ e Traking » PR
THEATRRTT AT RS - SAARIB S R 1205 DL T 5 22 B 125
EACI TS — R B I REE I © B T AT HEG B ERERR R R A Y
15 R deam A B IRR T 2 9% > T HEEm R 2

TEFER A CEREASE (PS) WEER T - MRS K H BRI BFH W
BRAI AT A LB E I TR I ERE - M — i S - REERER 7 X
A MEREIREEL G o PSAZHE PRGBS 8L 2 2 BAN 1) 2 (] fe i
TR AL ) A GEIRERE - RS ERA PR ABCET - BERTERA L8 e B IE

12 BEMA MG O T A SCAFREA - BOME A BRI EE A - B
BRI SE 2 B S eI o (R 3 BT W R RS - 2 E
HiTE ~ R~ i~ BUE TR B AT 2 AR AN o3 T S S o A B o B
o TERAEREEIT » AR &2 WS Wi — it H e Ll b
U Bl @B IR A RE R AR > WA e PRI M R S T R o
E 8 M5 e R & B A B [ A R o

Y OEEBANERAIE > BERE 2R F17E - HE16E - HATHETIFI
% BT LIEfTE16% > Bl TIFHEE19% - 2ERANEFEA3E - HEll LIFT%
1% > Hull LY -
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NI AW AT o FHILAERET bR T A AR AT A3 B s R Y
{@a% (Rosenbaum and Rubin 1983 ) o fHFR & (i AT HE & s 2 THIHI A ER
AERIREYERE - [RIHCACR 723 ol DU S B O IR B

FER AT - L AR R e - vl s A
REG - EEA A BB REI TS KAGE 12 ARG R R
PEBORIEE R E - ] EE R AR A R R R o R TEIRS B A
o DU S (88 0 A T e - 1S T 5E
RIVERSE - AT BRI RO O T B P R ki & L
IEr R - HEEE RS K H I BRI R AEITPSA
B IR E PTG B HE(L iR AR (Rubin 1987; Sinharay, Stern, and Russell
2001; Little and Rubin 2002 ;Yanovitzky, Zanutto, and Hornik 2005) ©

(=) SIE B R

RIRPS AR - Fff & BRIl 2 H B A SR B A S Rl Y St A
IEFT PRI TSR AR E A I AR UMK - e TREE R ) Tl
B EAEREIERL - M T A ) AR E > (HEJFEPSA
Ffi%s (Zanutto 2006) - [RIIL » DU {EFTBASE S & AR BLEBIR B AALE 1
HEASHIRE HaseEt - DU BRI SE AR 2 S E R 7 -
BARS EAEAS » THiE23E ) FURER TR E Y —XKez b
il B4 2 0 - mI%E T EMERy 880 < M TRIHERERG ) MU H 2

MEMERL—EARN > THFRE E#EZ X 21 » ZAHENEER

FLﬂTB’J/J\Hﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂu o §EIR A% 77 B2 H GBS K —EK > {HAS
e A 1 T LU HY B il — {8 H 5234 ERERE 0k -

AWHFEER AR ~ il BF - AR Ml FEET
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E ~ 172 ~ WA > DU A el A - t—@ﬁmﬁ%@ﬁ%ﬁﬁf
R o {ER1TTH] » S2F RN BB > BIERAR N 2O
Bl B (13.4%) ° (EEETIE ﬁ%ﬁiﬁwwﬁ 6075% 5 UL I
(LR Fe i s o HoAth & A ER I AT EL R AR SE BA h EL B o AR
KE R R KRR L b S gk s E A R DS MIRRE - DUk
FERIALE He R & s A LIFE R E G 7SR o (RT3 > W
BRAL R I CARM H IR & > HRIK R IR 3 ~ v s (S 2% -
BUEZE - MERATESIRAIHIAMARR T LIEZS: AR > BISEA
KSR () HEAR » 2FRANZEH AR HRH TIEAR
MERE o B Th e i B AR 2FRAE20%

K1 BESRTRSTHEALVRREMN

BEER SEKE
BIIEESS BBE
BAE 1,050 2,067
IR n %  mi2(%) n % mi2(%)
51
S5 455 433 433 1030 49.8 498
(ZzhE) ! 595 567 567 | 1037 502 502
g
18-29%% 166 159 158 461 223 223
30-395% 213 203 203 393 19.0  19.0
40-49%% 273 261 26.0 400 194 194
50-59%% 210 20.1 203 390 189  18.9
(60BRLA L) ! 185 177 176 423 205 205
BERE
B/ NRLATT 165 157 157 46 216 216
(%)) oo 117 112 112 242 117 117
SOR/TEEM 299 285  28.6 536 259 259
gh 189 180 18.0 280 135 135
(REBRME) ! 278 265 265 563 272 272
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K1 BESTRSEEALBEREL (18)

BZER SERA
BIEESh BB EN
RS 1,050 2,067
BIH n %  mi2(%) n % mi2(%)
HEE
ZEZR 119 115 114 257 125 124
SERER 10 1.0 1.6 33 1.6 1.6
(Eh) ! 905 87.5 87.0 | 1774 859 859
Ho [
JLILE 318 308 303 519 251 251
HTTE 145 140  14.1 330 160  16.0
e 192 18.6  19.0 409 198 19.8
=5 173 167  17.0 343 166  16.6
SR 157 152 150 367 17.8 17.8
(57E®HR) ! 48 46 46 99 48 48
[EER(E 660 629  63.0 1341 649 649
(RE S
EMRI / BER T OREE 59 57 5.6 75 3.6 3.6
RS 149 144 145 367 17.8 17.8
KEBRRZE /&5 48 4.6 49 100 4.8 4.8
B/ ERHERERBEE 181 175 18.0 376 182 182
ARFBE 208  20.1 200 422 204 204
(BERTIES) ! 3890 376 37.0 726 351  35.1
[ 7vA
BIEAS 84 8.1 8.0 244 118 118
-t YN=| 94 9.1 9.1 124 6.0 6.0
BB () E% A8 129 125 124 192 93 9.3
SHBIEAE 77 15 7.5 165 8.0 8.0
B IIEAEBREES 70 6.8 72 216 105 104
BRI 60 5.8 6.4 51 25 25
Rt TRBEIIEAE 41 4.0 4.0 126 6.1 6.1
R IBIRIE LR T 46 45 4.4 119 5.8 5.8
IR T 41 4.0 3.9 94 45 45
BA 0 0 0 9 04 0.4
(BENTIES) ! 380 377 370 726 351  35.1
(S B ' 911 86.8 86.8 1326 642 642

5 L IERAMEBIRERN R A BT EELRKZIPHERE - DRI - 605K
UL~ RBRELE - A8 - EfeRE - BArELIF - (THEREIEINTF
5 BEASE -
2. miZEB D EBHREVIER
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(PU) PSABR

MG T 2E AR BB AR 21 TR IR » FF]
R B B A - A IR 2 AR 2 BUS R A  THI AR [ (IR
BV GEREZR(EPS ) o HUZ EAPSHEME » AWFFCHRREA ML » K
BHE (rank) 2R AERRAS(E L /) R RAS 75 DU £ KR AS 4
— AR & 2% AR BB SRR EUR A I MEE - P
K7EK B Lee (2006) - LLHIFI2 % HE A raking 2 125 #H ELHIHE ERS
i A A M R R R B SR AR A TR S R EE ] - BB IEREL (fe) (R
AR (1) ) 1 Bk WEERBEETES AT (4f)
(A% AR IE IERIPSHERL (adjusted weight, &™) (AR
(2) ) -

Z;e dy/ Z;e dy

7 R \7 R
ke(S) ke(S) NC/N
c

fc: =
T T 7 T 7 T (1)
ZT d'/ ZT d" NT/N
Jes ) Jje(s)
Ne R
AT = fed" = —————d’ 2)
J J NT/NT J

SE= kA MOTLEERE > SI= RRASATFTREHRA
d=RFABAER -

S AN VURHRS > B0 A AR AR B R R AR R R B125% © il > HE
FEEIPS I i ARl — rfH L BSEE - XL Ve —mE » JEE VBT
R .

6 IEIEMREL (fo) JRENPSHES » /B M T A MBI ERE (o) - RIEAST
EHEG s BEEN 2 R Lee (2006) —3 °
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et ERARTIPSAMEEHE o ARIRR KA PR RETLR
PSHEB AR IRAT (3) FREFEREIRAT T M2 AUfhaETHE -

Z z dTPSA
)—’;T.PSA: Czj (YZ: (3)
dT PS4
C et )
Pa ~ R

AOSCR AR > ARG 32 B2 B 04 Eb i i T (e W 5 B B A
PSAZTiTE LA (FFAHEE RS R - TR R IB R R v B AFE (B
(& 72 A G EHE ) BT A EHER FLBAS R o [FIRE - ARRFSeth g
PSANAIZERA SR B2 PRI TR © TR BA & 1 - RZR 13 7R
BT TICERIAPSAS R T » PSIERMEARMHE » B HARIEA
ZE A LU B IR B - DUOBAR AR 2 HE B 2 Rl B 2 2 1 72
5@\ °

T2 I E I K BRA I3 o It R i R A A R B 5% 7 o [
BB o ARBHREAEEE3117 (AIZ2FEAR2067 R HEEIZHEAR
10S0EMARAT ) » 73 BPY > #H IR — 7 AR B 2R F5 779 (RIAR B
25%) - TR RR623 o MRILEEHER] - M HIRR AU £5389 « 5 FHIFIPSH
Wi ARF M - HBAAE o AR IR - % 2 i AE(R
(ISP o SFIF » KRR SRR AE A IIRE 2 AT > AR SRR A 15
PIPSTER IS FAETTHY » R 2 B RABIZR R AT S35 & o RE T 2 8L
TENRERT R GBI MY A R IR
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DI | BBERR T
s s | BUNEEEE BUEES BUBEEESS
REEOD e C  caing | T kos | P
LB il
1 697 82 4318 105 4815 103 4778
2 562 214 1.334 250 1.34 255 1.327
3 478 307 0.791 305 0.767 293 0.781
4 330 447 0.375 390 0.339 399 0.33
#Rst 2067 1050 1050 1050
FoHL
1 575 54 5.409 71 5.944 69 5.944
2 459 150 1.554 177 1.63 182 1.589
3 429 204 1.068 224 1.063 221 1.069
4 361 266 0.689 247 0.654 240 0.665
5 243 376 0.328 331 0.291 338 0.286
185t 2067 1050 1050 1050
7oL
1 492 34 7.351 44 7.889 41 7.778
2 408 112 1.851 135 2 137 1.975
3 359 150 1.216 176 1219 180 1.203
4 339 190 0.906 195 0.905 190 0.925
5 271 242 0.569 218 0.51 212 0.51
6 198 322 0.312 282 0.284 290 0.277
#Rst 2067 1050 1050 1050
aig il
1 436 200 11.074 26| 12.667 24| 12.667
2 349 87 2.038 107 2.143 106 2.143
3 319 118 1.373 140 1.361 144 1.361
4 304 147 1.051 166 1.063 163 1.063
5 275 178 0.785 172 0.781 167 0.781
6 219 220 0.506 186 0.442 186 0.442
7 165 280 0.299 253 0.271 259 0.271
#Rst 2067 1050 1050 1049
J\o R
1 392 12| 16.594 16 18.5 14 18
2 306 70 2.221 90 2.44 89 2.44
3 283 97 1.482 111 1.525 116 1.475
4 279 117 1.211 138 1.209 140 1.2
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;]2 PSANEMRENDSARSIVSIERH (B)

D | BEER BERA
) EILEESH;] BUBEEESH
LEED e | L | qaking | C | @os) | P2

5 262 135 0.986 141 0.981 136 0.99
6 216 172 0.638 164 0.605 157 0.614
7 188 200 0.478 163 0.44 161 0.433
8 141 247 0.29 227 0.263 238 0.263
#R5tT 2067 1050 1050 1051

L

1 352 8| 22351 11 22 9 19
2 278 57 2478 74 2.85 73 2.75
3 270 81 1.693 94 1.714 96 1.714
4 232 99 1.19 119 1.198 115 1.16
5 246 107 1.168 117 1.172 120 1.194
6 220 134 0.834 136 0.832 135 0.842
7 191 155 0.626 140 0.564 133 0.574
8 156 184 0.431 154 0.39 152 0.39
9 122 225 0.275 205 0.244 216 0.244
185t 2067 1050 1050 1049

+5r#il

1 319 4 40512 5 0 5 0
2 255 50 2.591 66 2.833 64 2.833
3 245 64 1.945 73 2 73 2.05
4 215 86 1.27 104 1.321 109 1.264
5 225 92 1.242 107 1.221 107 1.233
6 204 112 0.925 117 0.92 113 0.932
7 195 122 0.812 114 0.81 111 0.81
8 166 144 0.586 133 0.531 130 0.541
9 133 174 0.388 143 0.355 144 0.345
10 110 202 0.277 188 0.25 193 0.236
Rt 2067 1050 1050 1049

5L fo s NBBRIE (PS) EBIR DM - BIRIRARIEGPIEENEEIRE (PSIE
) o
2. rrfe s NEHEIB (PS) #EHEF D8 » DIBISIR A Eraking < RV B IEEIPTIH R
BIRRBRIEIEPSIEZ (adjusted weight) ©
3.ppfe s NBERE (PS) BN IBREAEBRDE (PoS) 2RPEE
SIPTRAEERBIRBIEIEPSIESL (adjusted weight) ©
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TEF2H » RNHE LU A raking B 55 4% 73 /& SR B 1) = FR B (R EK
PRETE TR TR - 5 > SIS ERAZ I HANEBR 2%
FRANRES B DU B R EL i R B DB SR AR S - H
Ko FHGRIE R LIRS o DI HA MBS ARG > BB—HAEIE
{%874.318 » JREN (679/2067) / (82/1050) e TEEIEHEARHE DI H
A o BIEARBU B L B R A B 2 2 M N B R 2 - Ho i
Hol% > HEEEHES o BRI » RADBERABI— A
(M ZBHARRNRL D > oM R BRI R IE AR o BT/ HEL
SR PS AR BRI RAS SR LT o fEam S HH T 2 B /-l s B AR S 12
AR HE B TR IR AR M 22 AN K - AN > FEE NS MR M E TE AR B L
¥ » HRaking# R BREHEE o

TR i AR AR ETHE - R3S BIARIRAL 3 RIEUR
SIAHE -~ THINEERT ) BISRAERINE ~ 28 R ~ Fi sy
J& ~ PSA ~ Raking #PSA ~ DL B @R PSA » H/HE FMEER DU
HopRIBL e R o oA (B 2 A (G310 R AE2855.927% ) (7%
5o Eo o THINEERS ) B LAEESTERIRE Z 11 5559.905% » (KB
AT HE R T4% © Rrakingf2 5 F558.008% » FHERSE /N » £ 75
[GRITRERE % (57.624%) - tHEEEET TEAvE 2 ) b3 -

HR > HE—A B =FEPS AMfli 3145 S EL b TR MG W — T
PSA > 73BN EECE 2l 73 AHIE > il EAr iR EMAs RO Esh - BAGET
AR ST LR BB IR A AR R o ShAH B2 IR Al AR 22 K >
HZ A 3 RHIRA 313 722 KRS0 - P - MEam S DU sl (A M > =
TEPS ARt 135 722 55/ IV WA Fe FELA7E T MR 0.3% F1 1.68% AN » HoHi S L)
raking FePSAMMEFIERZE R AK o (HARAN A FR A HEE 2 PSABL 1% /) /g
TR PS AR E TR E PUAE S AH BT /L2 [ A e 72 5 o DU{E M AH RS
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]R3 TEERERLOyGEHE (LX)

- SEEHIRAVLER

SERK - #8ED

IE KA i

%%§g$; kN0 | Raking | PoS' PSA Rflfg :29 +|PD‘§\3

PO 59.905% | 58.008% | 57.624% | 54.952% | 55.048% | 54.909%
Z=%’ -3.977% | -2.081% | -1.697% | 0.975% | 0.880% 1.018%
FapaYi=| 59.905% | 58.008% | 57.624% | 55.439% | 55.524% | 55.481%
BE=% 3.977% | -2.081% | -1.697% | 0.489% | 0.404% | 0.446%
JAVaYi:l 59.905% | 58.008% | 57.624% | 53.714% | 53.677% | 53.283%
BE% 3.977% | -2.081% | -1.697% | 2213% | 2.250% | 2.645%
T 59.905% | 58.008% | 57.624% | 51.908% | 51.862% | 51.668%
BE% -3.977% | -2.081% | -1.697% | 4.019% | 4.065% | 4.259%
N8 59.905% | 58.008% | 57.624% | 52.376% | 52.637% | 51.901%
BE=% 3.977% | -2.081% | -1.697% | 3.551% | 3.291% | 4.026%
paRaYi | 59.905% | 58.008% | 57.624% | 52.050% | 51.870% | 51.143%
BE% 3.977% | -2.081% | -1.697% | 3.878% | 4.058% | 4.785%
+o#8 59.905% | 58.008% | 57.624% | 50.333% | 49.574% | 49.762%
BZE% -3.977% | -2.081% | -1.697% | 5.594% | 6.353% | 6.165%

g 1.B8%80E -
2. #&raking < [RBEEEUE ERBIPSA °

3. 18B%DE (PoS) ZRIBBIEHIEIERIIPSA °

4, B ORE TR E G DB ER A Eraking’® )8 _C#82K55.927%8 EsH BT R A 59
ISR CHEZREVIER -

BRI HIPS AfLE AR S FL R PS ASREER o (H T {IA J3-AE S SR A
T 0 AR R T A R B PS ALE LA AR (G B o AN AR
AHERL 2 BRPS ARG REGI S BERHE R AFHE - AR5 LLE » DIPSARE
TUE P REAOGEETRRZZ N » A SR I SRR R 1 72 #H B (Cochran
1968) (i ERERIGEHEA E T8 3 HHF Fraking $2PSARIfSEHAE A -
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1
1

=

fi Sl

T
p={11

AR ST ER SRR 7 B E 5 A2 R 3 B A B A A Y TR
AR (propensity scores adjustment, PSA) |+ ST/ & WA FeR {247
T TR A A PSAZ AT F AR (R E Y L - [RIRF th EE B HIEAE 2K
BRA A TP IR A 2 IR 22 © RG> Bt » Bilfiraking
B H %8 INRERI(GE 3R 22 FEPSATE PU B AL /- AHAOAS SRR - (5
ARG TLE AR > ISR SEY N o 52 % HAIPS ALl
Rrp DL AR AR AR > HAGETFRRE &/ - KR 34 o MEIRA
N P TR AR IR AT RE B PS AR B 1R 22 S BEI 22 2. (R A
1%) - FEALEHERZA AL BIZEE - rakingBePSARETRR 2 S8 /7 T
TN

AR5 A8 AN A A AR R AE T AR AR > R HUPS A BT | 728
IR ROR AT » X Dlraking IERRPSATEIF o ARFHEEFE Al HE
E o RTLMHA GRS IR E (R 2 S AR ) HER
[ AR raking BLER (2 73 RNV » (ESR3PRIERVEL BT » PSAT]
LMEIE1.208%%1.677% Z [EHI(GEFRRE - FEHE 1 A ABFZERS IR - 1%
HEEEBEETIPSATERIE_EMEARFIEETE P HERERY (Lee and Valliant
2008) : PSAT] LU EAFINMEE S AT AR AL A R HIHERS (Srinath
et al. 2009) HANAEFIIRELER(GETEURCELF (Duncan and Stasny
2001) ° AWFERFEKEE EHRXEA AR - FIHSCORRATE S -
A BER L A0 B HE S Y » = B8 FLAL R A2 1l L
s o H B AR - i ELIE > M O ARG E AT A FER AR TR E &R
PR MR R AR SEAE B R AT 2 PSA T i _ERVRFIR

(Cochran 1968; Rosenbaum and Rubin 1983, 1984; Rosenbaum 2005; Imai



142 2k g2t

and Dyk 2004; Bethlehem and Biffignandi 2012b) © [KItt 71 /M FH 4 A
FEEITPSTRRA AR T2 H /7K

@B LRSS - EARE Tk 2 FAA A RS SR SRR 7
REMPSAMIETESE » I E LA T MR - §i% » KNifFEEE
PSA R NEEA R B B BRI AR 2 MR E 3RS - BEIRITIE
SCER > PSABIMERIHES » SIS MERE A bR LR NURR AR > AR
RS MR PSAT] 5 » A MRS I HEPS A AT ELRE > (A fE
CEHER B B R PR AT S A AR E T = e

B BRLEEIIE & EPSAMLE I FE: - HREBPSAMIR
o BHBEAEEES A (BF) HEMEIEE > MEBHEA - A
GRREBREARS (#) mEEIRE > NEMGE 7752 85 R
T REHE AR o FHEREMBERR G HCRIETE G RFE
B2 » AIFEER N2 ERAKREFAERTHEE R EEEREN 2
B RIS REA » R EBESERANRIT (Lee and Valliant 2008,
2009) - KICATHR LA ST 728 PSALEHHU2S » il » AR A Hith
it g B A R AR EE SIS HRA > (G RRAEEE - 5E -
AR F HABUR R 2 AR TPSANLET » A5HS SR T B E A R
il SR ELH » BEFT K BRAE ARG R G AR - MR A & gz
()55 A U W] E ERPS A BRI FEBCEL e 2 n AN AR - AT
oo

B =~ PRI S A 20 i £ =X o B A AR 2L S ST A B A ) 22 ]

g b o AR NS B E B RS R < R R M 7R/ EL B
e (HSCER PR LS I (40 - ARWERY RAAs) RS RHRR A
SRS TN APSE R » 3115 — (Lee and Valliant 2009; Austin
2011) B AEREEREE o AWt A REEMHBREE - [HIMA TITR
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fHRRAETE (FEIGEMRES)) - A5 I HCE AT LIS A A A1 T R HURE oA
IEFFRE S TR T3 _EREERHIHERL e - PliE R T B — S E
M (Schonlau, van Soest, and Kapteyn 2007) ©

SV~ R L A G A A e M R A R BB 0 R
PSAtTREAHERI2E AL & - Hiam 2 (b aRE el iRy
B EERT TR o AEBLE T - HMH R A EAE LR ST B A A bR
A FMERRREET AP A EOR - R EE R TN RS EPSAT K
SRBAIE o [NIL - THICKIBIF IR SERRET CRELR IR PSIEER P B
HRFZERcRT ) BHSIRE R -

B~ PSARYRCRRAE R A iy LR - (H @ FHA Y2
- GEREATRER S - AR B E I (E SRR — R i (FRE
IR fEER— R Tk ) HRECEE G o At A e A2 6
BN Fe SO A+ (ELR I P SCRR P A3 2 2% BRI B FE 05 IR

('Yanovitzky, Zanutto, and Hornik 2005) ° AHF52HR % S it E S
I GIERiDAN

BN~ TERTEPSTRE ST AT » AW FEE IR FI BT (RS AN A A
BRI » BB M 6 B D IS PS AT - T3l -
R SRS 77 IATRCES - PSEIBEN - S0y A HIFIAORS
A Rl — BT o

Bt » ANHFSEFGE R R o 0 BRI A 2 AR A R I IERUPS
TER WAREFT HAAIE BRI EE R o R FE O E R B AR
HOCERE R E AR tE 5% (1N - GREG) -~ 17 32 REBO A
PSARR Z AT UL -

ES
FI5A
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((ET iVl
BESREE » LTS RFABE A SO BRI O S A 2 B Dol
WFE L - WHSEiE RS P 5 B3 AL P T i3 3
RIS HRE T AR P PSR - L ErBERE AL s Bas
IR ES A - LUK BRI i
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##HH

Wi

AEFERFBCR] » 2007 » (WBGREHFEHR— A Ff0 ~ TaEE
NOHBERRE) - NBEIHETEME » http:/www.moi.gov.tw/stat/
year.aspx ° BV HHA : 20084E3 H10H °

TTEFEF R RENZE G > 2008 0 JLTCEBAEZRERS) -
FTEET S e H - http://www.rdec.gov.tw/ ° B HE © 200944 A
1H e

FEF5E ~ RIS ~ PKZE 0 2009 0 (DUGERRESTTEAE EFIEHEM IR
ERIRREMEG) o (BOARIEERE) 41: 151-176

MRS~ BRI ~ RI7E - 2012 0 CREBREREENTZEE) - H202-206
Wk IR ~ BRI - BIRE ~ AR - (i & kA TRREAT
geik - #eEmEE L) - 5L REHF -

[ ~ FERZE 0 2008 © (The study of weights by the raking method) °

20085 i F A £t B2l fff A & ) &sc (12H19H) /AL -
A AR -

Bk > 1996 » (FHUERZIATE) - 5L R -

02006 > (EEMEEMFHAEER NIRRT - THR
A AR 5 5 1 B P RS 22l At 0 GRS (8H30-31H) &
b+ R prgEbE A SOt GRS OB AT S e O -

02007 > (HEMERENEY REFEHGRERED - TBOA
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