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Abstract

The traditional empirical likelihood method has limitations in terms of computational efficiency and
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flexibility when dealing with complex models. The generalized empirical likelihood method addresses
these issues by introducing more general weight functions and optimization objectives, thereby enhanc-
ing the adaptability and computational efficiency of the model. This paper analyzes the NSW dataset,
which examines the impact of vocational training on income. Based on the score functions of the linear
model and the logit model, moment conditions are constructed, and the average treatment effect is es-
timated using the generalized empirical likelihood method. Compared to the single inverse probabil-
ity weighting method, the estimation results of the generalized empirical likelihood method based on
inverse probability weighting are more robust.
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1. 5|8

Z U0l SR (Empirical Likelihood, EL) 7 VAAE N —FHES S SN Gt HEW 77, H Owen [1]42H
Pk, 23| T T ZIGERRB . SIS 7 im i i KA S IR R 5L, RS 7R A 75 BB s A s o A

MEOL R, RIEHIACEE S A Ge vt o) . FA% O REARR R FE UL I H5cHis 1) 22580 23 AT SR AL I ABL AR R 2, AT
BEAT ZHAG T AR S8 . IR R TT IR — N RS AE T L RENS B AR A SRR 1, LB 20K
SRAFRIGEH A

SR, GRIAUSR T IR AE AL B A A, PR S TG VT B8R AR T BB RVE A R R R . N T AR
PRAXEE ) B, T LA IASR T %:(Generalized Empirical Likelihood, GEL)RAZ A . | CAKALSR T 152 %)
FEGARMIRTNENY R, AR T LIAURN RGN, i 51 N5 — M B s oA B ir,
HE— e TR BE A RO . | RIS T IR U AR R I B KA — AN SR B AR
PR, (IR 2 —2HAE 2, AT SERLA AR B S A ik Th. 78 1994 4F, Qin FH Lawless [2 150 ASA
TS — AT RS A, R T LA RAUSR T . Wooldridge [31H2H!: I &AL BHER (k11
MAFE S, A B TR it J7 i (Inverse Probability Weighting, IPW)H & & (1) #TiE30%K .

I X IGAUSR Ty 1P — A EE L AR R AR AT, R R AE A TP AR B IR o BE TR RS R
B PRUIRHEWT S .1 Rubin [4]7E 1974 R, FRHHY R 7 AERie 8 MMM 7t . Zhao H
Percival [S]32H, TEANG @B IR LR, 08 TV A ot 2 e 45 SR ] VA 002 8 [ 3 (0 A6 1 P LA LR
Fadatt, (RiZ kA 2 IR . Zhang Z5[6 )51 e (7] 7 50508, 384 T 2 T I AR i 4E 5 GEL.
LGN Lasso &40, SEIL T AAEERESSHUS IS —. Hill [7150% B B A8 A7 7E H R R ZE A
AT ER N, $EH T MR GEL fliit )ik . Ogata [81EFT Gmb & M IES MR UL, ¥ GEL
Y RZEZ RS ST, TR B A R FENLERR, FRHARLARIER . 25 Cook M
SIS R B FENLSLEGIE, T GEL JEBUE S EAEIR R B X E E R LR T 10%~15%
Guggenberger 5[ 10142 HHE§8 T HAEIZ 5N, GEL {GiHEMHHL A 5K SR, Jin 251175
GEL ¥ e 22 B 23 6] [ [l A BEAY, B /A R A5 1F 7 F82 o Li A Qin [12]42 H B TR AR 1Y) GEL Al
T, o T e RN 5 AR P ) R
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FEBRRAEWT T, ) AR BIRT IR EERB RS OL T, RENS B OR AL BN A A TH AR A, IR ]
i T PR U B (A LR AS B0 SR B0 UE AR TR 0 ) A B o B T IR AL i LRI MR TT IR vl a
TR BN LR AURE S, eV fE R A BRSO R B RE R, SRR S B0 AT R Al T A
FAHEWT, JCHAE AP AR SRR HE . AR IR 2570 A0 A 55 1) U 58 I JRr A A 4

ARV H TSI 00 LA RAURTTIEAE VAR S I H R R, A S5
W SN AR AR LR RANR T AR SRS, 5 =M A R R Y
PRI ARG SR Ay BB TH SR A 4 R SR I r i S A

2. BENR
2.1, " XERARS %
Owen (1988) [ 1] Hh AR (EL) 7 12 AN (R 2256 73 A7 ik i, KT ke x L4ER 23R & 0 DL S AT
WRER X, (i=1.n), ZHURALON:
L(g):fll,[i’ @2.1)

Hobt, o BB X, MR, LA Y (X, 0)F1 Y 7 =1 . SRR AL
L(O) BRI BRI 0 . AP HATRIIALES 5 200 L(6)/L(6) | HFITHM E 1 k 07 T7 )1

2 (k)

I LB AR TT H(GEL) SR 2 W AR v IR JE S 25 T 8 00 40 A F S T AR 34, 308 e 31\ B 8 B
USRI PR MR, TR SR AT R 0 AR R ZE 0 A8 IO A AT T, 3k
SEWAMG “ BT IR . RTREA X, W5 1 ISR E[$(X,,0)]=0, Hr>ko "X

LA VS NIRES RUR = N AN G AL v VeI ZSE & N 1

6= argminihr (7,), 2.2)
0,7; i=1
A
7, =1, 2.3)
i1
S 74(X,.0) =0, 2.4)
i1

e, b (7)) = (rz +r)71 ((l’lﬂ'i )H1 —1)/11 o SINBRE b, () I H R EEME 7, 5LK A 1/n 2Z 18]
MER,  REESH. Hc=0, Wi (r)=—Inz &, AXQ2)BUAELGEHIZRKIIARMITE.

Corcoran [ 13142, XAQ22)FIN rx 1 4EFFAE B HR T & A, TTHEQ.3)MQA)IFER T LT
FT A G A A HIBRAR e 25 ) P

é=argminsupip(ﬂT¢(Xi,€)), 2.5
4 A =1

g1, p(v)=—(1+0)™" [(1v) B A KT v MBS 3L SRR IERSL. 2 p(v)=In(1+v) I, i&
WNZIRMG TR 2 p(v)=—exp(v), FTEETRY T E(Empirical Transformation, ET); 4
p(v)=—(1+v) I, L i1t (Continuously Updating Estimator, CUE). & L AR (2.5) i th
BORM A, Wz, IfTHE R
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op (5t 5
O (x9))
b=t 2.6)
PI (,1T¢(X 9))
FEHRANARQ2)~2.4), BEZBLENRKMO .
E—EMENFAET, |7 XREARG &

LR =2i|:p(/1T¢(Xi,9))—p(0):|, 2.7)

LR EEE RN r—k IR 9 4, HACRIEE] Cramér-Rao 4t
I X AANR T AT RSB A, RIS SAFAFAE M, S TR, JEESEHE, it
R 25 5 /N o

2.2. BT HHR M BB f

TEMEE IR T A, Ab BRZE AN B 2H B AR AE 1T R AR E 22 57, — MR T3 A B RUSE (A verage Treatment
Effect, ATE)E & .

WY, R M A G A, OB R NT, RN X, . BT =11, FREREZAL
B, T =00, FIRARBEZAH. KRR LB AN FEA .

IR FR RGN E X

A = E(Y|T=1)-E(Y,|T =0), (2.8)
TEMSRIERT O, ALERAL R HRAL I AMAREAE X, AT REATAE 225, IR EE 22 B TPt P35 b B RE 1

AT, EIfEERAR R 5
TERE AN (IPW) PR AR 5 2E WL 250 Hh ASEADL R AT oo B, sdad “InasL” W B A A 43 A 3L (vt
‘F ZHE)H R ZE , TS BT it TH AL T 285 SR )~ S5 DR R AAORE . R ISR SR A 7 2, il
ik sg e b R VR A R 2R B R A v H AL, RN FEAR ) T ﬁﬁ: @%E’JJD*XE (1) 3 A FAUBEAL 5
Rosenbaum F1 Rubin [14]7F 1983 45 S 42 H i m1 £5 4 I ME &,

e(X,)=P(T, =1]x,), (2.9)
FoRAEMAS R X, R A B . YR B IRS A — 4, (BREITARKER
143 73 2 A2 AR BRI 26 AF SR, T B T DL f A B A R0 R L7 WEELE’Jéﬁﬁ ELGEE

AMR IR AR B AT f5, R REASIERR R ZZ . A THBURI A5 70 I 8 BB Togit 1LY, fs
LRPERNAL R BRI+ 0~1 ZIE FIBEARAE,  SEIUNS H AR AR B AOHER U logit ALy
e(X,)=——~ exp( X) (2.10)
l+exp(7/T )
Hr, y R g 1L RIS HR R . ESCPR N, BTS2 AR R R A, 7 2B AR A THE R A
THERIZH y o BALQ2.10) R 53 7 &R

)=§[Tf—€(Xf)]X;,, 2.11)

Heh, j=12,.9-
AT AT YA FRRON A > BRI OS XS REA HEAT OB 8, 0k b PRI T AN 1/e( X, ) » XFHRAL
WA /[ 1-e(X,)] o
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(EE
LY, (1-7)¥,
EL(X[)}:E[Yi(l)},EL_e(XiJ:E[Y,(O)], (2.12)
ARG s AR 22 TR(2.17) AT A5 2 LA AL A T 18T 349 b B AR v 5
Ll ry, &(-T)Y
AATE_n(;e(X,.) él_e(Xi)j. (2.13)

2.3. EF GEL-IPW EH) BRI

Ak, DU IR B, %
Y, =B+ BX, + B Xy +"'+:Bp—1Xp—l,i +¢&,i=1,,n,

Hrh, B px 1SR, & ABENLIRZED, HIKZ E(e)=0, Var(e)=0" . HR/N IR T
RUER R, B &N
Y; _:Bo _/Blei _ﬁZXZi _.”_ﬂp—lprl,i

(K =B =B X, - 5X, _"'_ﬂp—lXp-l-i)Xli

Ely(Y.X,.B)]=E =0, (2.14)

(Yt _ﬁo _ﬁlei _ﬂ2X2i _“'_ﬂp—lX[)—l,i)Xp—l,i
XA A BT & T RO EEA Y, , KA 15 A TR B AL E BTN A (2.12) . TIFE S A AR B 1
WE N, 15 IPW J79% i 2 R A 1F 2
v (Y. X, p)1(T, =1)
e(Xl.) B

V/(Yi’Xi’ﬁ)I(Y; :0)
l—e(Xi)

T4 [ B A2 O A 1
E(S,)=E[(T,-¢(X,)) X, =0, (2.15)
/\9:(ﬂo’ﬂl’."’ﬁp—l’y()’}/l"”’}/q71)’ 4%L$EG%{¢H%/5\’ %?é’ﬂﬁ%#@@ﬂl@@, %Efiu GEL-IPW
WIReS SRS R L
v (%.X,.B)1(T, =1)
e(Xl.)
W(Yi’Xi9ﬁ)[(7; =0)

E[4(X,.Y.0)]=E l-e(X),) =0, (2.16)
(7: _e().(i))Xil

( (Xf))qu
FIHIFR(2.2)~(2.4), R EACEEAR R AR IR BEA T AT 7 B SR THE 6, R gt B A R(2.7)
RMART7 534 1% (p) -
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3. HiERHl

NWE GEL-IPW JIiARIRafEYE, A SCHEAT — TURLIIT 7 .
3.1. BHSHIRE

BX =(X, X, AR RRERE, v ASREE, TRHCHAR, T=1NRREZLH, T=08
FRREZACTE . AR AT IR AL 45 AR B v 3 0] A R R [E] VA B 2 A ol

Y =243X,+2X, +¢,

Y, =1+3X,+2X, +¢,.
S, R XX FURSE, BB s B0 6 FLRIARSE, SRHSRABRHEIES 20T, OB SO
HIR BB NL, B ARG RAGTEAL

m(LX)=1+3X, +2X2,

m(0,X)=3X] +2X,.

UL 4 E FCSE 10 1523 4 logit [] 67

e(Xi;}/) _ exp(}fl +7,X, +73X2) '
1+exp(y1 +7,X, +73X2)

JRGEALIATL [ 75 70 B Al B R 1AL B 0L, T ) 1523 B 1R FE e N
exp(j/l +7,X + 74X, +X1X2)

Xy)= .
e(Xir) L+exp(y +7,X, +7,X, + X, X,)

LERAE RGBS TH R IS, RIS EL y = (11, 7,, 7, ) BIES N
(7172,73) =(0.5,1,1),(0.5,2,2),(0.5,3,3) o FEIX =FfLL T, IERARI TR 7G 73 22435309 59.98%- 56.16%
53.3%, HHREAMEAS BN 60.42%. 56.86%. 54.18%, WEFEAE n N 500, FHALEE KE 2000 K.

3.2. BIER
M S AR IR B E R, SRR TS R LR 1.

Table 1. Estimation values when the propensity score model is set correctly

F 1. R/ MERIR EEMRIFR TR iHE

7=(0.5,1,1) 7=(05,2,2) 7=(05,3,3)
BE o bfEE . W% el bR i 22 wE befEE Wz
2 AL BEE 1R
Ay 1.8421  0.6299  0.8421  2.5507  1.6804 1.5507  3.0061  1.7234  2.0061
Ay, 09922 04573  —0.0078  0.9965 04673  —0.0035 09771 04681  —0.0229
P~ 09719 02705 -0.0281 09872 03705  —0.0128 0.9822  0.5932 -0.0178
R B E B R
Aure 2.0839  0.5897  1.0839 29711 1.2463 19711 3.5531 14894 25531
Ay 0.9818 02851 —0.0182  1.7859  0.3838  0.7859  0.7983  0.6729  —0.2017
P 0.9829 02578  —0.0171  0.9399  0.5842  —0.0600  0.8890  0.6983  —0.1109
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Table 2. Estimation values when the propensity score model is set wrongly

2. EBMEEERIER TR ITHE

y=(05,1,1) 7 =(0.5,2,2) y=(0.5,3,3)
¥IME PRt 22 2= ¥E PR 22 22 BIE hrdEE W%
g RV IR
A 28421 0.8421  1.8421  3.5507  1.5507 25507  4.0061 20061  3.0061
Ay 1.0248 05391 0.0248 09643 05962  —0.0357 1.0885  0.7480  0.0885
P 1.0211 03327 00211 10267 04582  0.0267 1.0798 04893  0.0798
4 R BE R
A 20005 06328  1.0005 238988 13880  1.8988 35657 15164  2.5657
Ay 00632 04210 —0.9368 23207 14694 13207 45269 15334  3.5269
Agemw 10942 05538 0.0942 11011 05932 01011  1.1598  0.7638  0.1598

MAEFUF ] FE H, GEL-IPW J5VE7E PO Fh 7 i A AR B o Fafd .
4. LGSR
4.1. BUREHER

AT 3B T BN YIS SE BN (R G2 . BE ARy NSWIIEE S, WTRAA R B AF6
causaldata 13 %, Hds 10K /e 56 BB BURN B BN — A REIiH . IEDZA 20 22 70 AT
B, BAEJVAREEAE AT 2 Hi i I 057 AN AL 2 DS AR AL 12 % 18 AN IR IITAR, P4
HZ 5% ZMEINBCR . SRt 722 DUWME L EMRE R, HAE DA S 146 1 A A & Or
BRI I SRAIRAT, BARHIEEA 1978 SERURN . R EHEZINLIEIIL Fik. XEEFER. 2HNBANE
5, BARBEURR AR R MK 3.

Table 3. Definition of variables and meaning

=3 LEBENEEX

re78 1978 L1 SERRIEA 45 R AR B (AT 22 70 N L)

treat MR T HEZ T BOLER I WA (1 = 2, 0= REZEH)
black RENEN MEE(A= 2, 0= 1)

nodeg ST AL ARG = &, 0= 7)

re75 1975 4RI SEBRILN A (AT £ T8 AT

A4 ARG DLREAT GETHE 1A -

Table 4. Statistical description of variables

4. TEMARMSRIT

B BMA A3 SO WA bRtz
re78 0 3.9521 60.3070 6.3492 58.9124
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treat 0 0 1 0.4157 0.2432
black 0 1 1 0.8427 0.1321
nodeg 0 1 1 0.7079 0.2068
re75 0 0.9363 38.5700 1.5674 12.8901

4.2. HHERS

AT VI E SKHERIRCR . 518 1978 M (eT8) 5% T8I H 5l (trear) DL R SUABIR % 117
W, CEE AR, BRI R e ] AL
re78 = B, + Bitreat + B,black + B,nodeg + p,re73, 4.1

[ =5 RE RO T A R A 5.

Table 5. Parameter estimation results of the linear regression model

5. &MEARBSH AR

A i THE PRifEiR t1H p &
#ih 6.4601 0.7289 8.863 0
treat 0.8008 0.4667 1.716 0.0866
black —1.3954 0.5742 —2.430 0.0153
nodeg 0.1753 0.0454 3.859 0.0001
rels —0.9635 0.5562 —1.732 0.0837

TR 5 R B HAL(nodeg) TN B A NFH(black)TE 0.05 FIEZE KT L EEER, %
Fll(treat) F 1975 FFUL A (re75)TE 0.1 BEEKT E B2 . HA S AL (nodeg) 552 35 (treat) A 1E [ 5210,
ey B NFh(black)F 1975 FEHN(re75) A St A1 RN o
T EAT R )2 R K, BT AL N AR SR L2 5 B -
re78— B, — Pytreat — B,black — Byno deg— B, re75
(re78 — B, — Bitreat — B,black — p,no deg— ,B4re75)treat
E[l// ()} =E| (re78- 3, — Bjtreat — B,black — Byno deg— B,re75)black |=0, 4.2)
(re78 — B, — Pitreat — p,black — B,no deg— ,B4re75) nodeg
(re78 — B, — Bitreat — p,black — B,no deg— ,B4re75) re75s

ZE R H FF a6 2 538 2 BRI B S 55 (treat) nT BEH 52 B AU B RSN (re75) R R 52, $2
TORAGIAT & blacks nodeg. re75 Xt treat ZF B WIFEM, FEII logit FETY .
0 exp(y, +y,black + y,nodeg + y;re75)

e(r)=

= , 43
1+exp (70 + y,black + y,nodeg + 73re75) 3

PRSI R LR 6,

Table 6. Parameter estimation results of the Logit model

= 6. Logit RBISHAIHER

Ak i THE PRifEiR z 18 p A
i —0.0012 0.8599 0.505 0.6135
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black 0.0253 0.2635 —0.370 0.7116
nodeg —0.4815 0.1814 —2.654 0.0079
re7s —0.0015 0.0151 —0.101 0.9198

7 6 TR A AL(nodeg)fE 0.01 K ERZE, HE5HZE N (rean kiR, L8] logit [A] )44
N AV IR 5w e SEEY i PGS W PR SER S U AR
[treat - e(-)] black
E[S()] =FE [treat - e(-)] nodeg |=0, 4.4
[treat —e ()] re75

SEA TR ZR IS VT 35 A BRI 8 S, TPW-GEL %R 26444 :
w ()1 (treat =1)
e()

NE (//(‘)[(treat = O) 3
E[¢()]=E ___TiEZT___ =0, (4.5)
S()

AR5 H 1 ¢ () RARQ.D~Q.4)F, BEIZRAR TR, RRGHHEHITRA 2 (5) 570

i JERYE A (2.13)FIH GEL-IPW JPETHE P BN, A THEZ R L 7. RYE XAEm AU
TREE MG R IITES 217, 56 34T, N T AMEGUE R INBUVEXS b, I A5 G Mk 2 Ik 7 4l
TS B b B RS 25 R BAE 5 14T

Table 7. Estimated value of the average treatment effect

7. FHRIBY S HE

WARES flivHE PR t1H p1E
Apy 0.7982 0.4803 1.6618 0.0969
Agsr,. 0.7902 0.3996 1.9776 0.0734
Ager., 0.7932 0.4088 1.9402 0.0768
A 0.7923 0.3951 2.0051 0.0709

GEL-IPW

S OMTE . EEZENESFER T, 1978 4EMA I E BN B A 3252 21 i /M4 T 44 2 HE 24
0.8 T3t

RSB T R 1978 WA (reT8) AARMIER 204, A8 A [l R AR n] Re 2 7 A 22, | X
ZIIRITER TAESEOT I, WA A R E R,
5. 8578

AT T T W RER BT L BANIR 7 VR AE P YA BRGNP S o Gl SEUERF 78, 36

E VAZITEAE MR R AGEAERT T T AR BEANTT & 125040 Bdis 1 P S A B AN 94 2k« GEL ik
AT, WG 1AL 48 IPW J7 3L ml et B A Bda s e, f — & 455 1) GEL-IPW J7 %Ak i 1
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