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https://www.cao.go.jp/others/kichou/ebpm/ebpm.html
https://trends.google.co.jp/trends/explore?date=today%205-y&geo=JP&q=EBPM&hl=ja
https://www.soumu.go.jp/main_sosiki/hyouka/seisaku_n/portal/index.html
https://www.digital.go.jp/assets/contents/node/basic_page/field_ref_resources/5535bc46-b873-42a7-99d6-bb0b70e2470d/20211104_meeting_EBPM_17.pdf
https://cyberagentailab.github.io/EBPMDB/
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| Age | Population (%)

Not Vax Fully Vax Not Vax  Fully Vax  vs. severe disease
% %

All ages 214 301 Vax don’t work!

X 1: Israeli data: How can efficacy vs. severe disease be strong when 60% of hospitalized are
vaccinated?

67.5 DNEY 7 F > %2F] o TOIUTEIEL L e dr o 72 ?

Population (%)

Not Vax Fully Vax Not Vax  Fully Vax vs. severe disease
% % per 100k per 100k
Allages 1,302,912 5,634,634 214 301 67.5%
18.2% 78.7% 16.4 5.3

2: Israeli data: How can efficacy vs. severe disease be strong when 60% of hospitalized are
vaccinated?

- FHaiE : (16.4 —5.3)/16.4 ~ 67.5%
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https://www.covid-datascience.com/post/israeli-data-how-can-efficacy-vs-severe-disease-be-strong-when-60-of-hospitalized-are-vaccinated

Population (%)

Not Vax Fully Vax Not Vax  Fully Vax vs. severe disease

% % per 100k per 100k
Allages 1,302,912 5,634,634 214 301 67.5%
18.2% 78.7% 16.4 5.3
<50 1,116,834 3,501,118 43 11 91.8%
23.3% 73.0% 3.9 0.3
>50 186,078 2,133,516 171 290 85.2%
7.9% 90.4% 91.9 13.6

[3: Israeli data: How can efficacy vs. severe disease be strong when 60% of hospitalized are
vaccinated?
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https://www.tylervigen.com/spurious-correlations
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X8: RCT o rf#iflk.

TABLE I
ProGrAM TAKE-Up RATES?

Incentivized  Cash Credit  Net Incentivized  Info Comtrol  DNff (T — NT)

Migration rate in 2008 SE.0% 59.0% 56.8% 36.0% 3549% 36.0% 2200

(1.4) (1.9)  (2.1) (2.0) (2.8) (2.8) (2.4)
Migration rate in 2009  46.7%  44.6% 49.1% 37.5% 344% 405% 9.2
(1.4) (1.9) (2.1) (2.0) (2.8) (29) (2.5)
Migration rate in 2011" 399 32% .00
(2.1) (2.5) (3.3)

[¥9: Bryan et al. (2014)
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Table 6:

Labor Market Outcomes

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)
Total Could not
Worked for Has wage Job Public Lives earnings in - cope with
pay in past  contract with with sector in urban Self- past G 200 GHX
6 months employer benefits  employee area employed months energency
(2019) (2019) (2019) (2019) (2019) (2019) (2019) (2019)
Panel A: All
Treatment 0.011 0.039 0.030 0.019 -0.015 -0.029 37.123 -0.027
(0.021) (0.015) (0.015) (0.013) (0.015) (0.020) (93.450) (0.017)
P-value 0.589 0.008 0.052 0.157 0.330 0.153 0.691 0.117
Comparison mean 0.730 0.084 0.099 0.077 0.123 0.245 1456.217 0.161
N 1952 1951 1951 1952 1921 1952 1915 1951
Panel B: Female
Treatment 0.033 0.041 0.020 0.041 -0.029 -0.012 35.794 -0.044
(0.033) (0.019) (0.019) (0.019) (0.021) {0.031) (108.464) (0.024)
P-value 0.314 0.032 0.283 0.031 0.152 0.683 0.741 0.070
Comparison mean 0.602 0.063 0.075 0.063 0.119 0.287 951.456 0.176
N 986 986 986 986 o973 D86 972 986
Panel C: Male
Treatment -0.020 0.035 0.037 -0.003 -0.001 -0.042 -12.740 -0.009
(0.024) (0.023) (0.024) (0.019) (0.023) (0.026) (145.790) (0.024)
P-value 0.405 0.119 0.126 0.874 0.959 0.106 0.930 0.7T18
Comparison mean 0.864 0.106 0.125 0.092 0.128 0.201 1993.862 0.146
N 966 965 965 966 248 D66 243 965
P-val male=fem 0.207 0.8506 0.572 0.092 0.421 0.536 0.838 0.319

Notes: See Table 2 notes. Total earnings in last 6 months winsorized at the 99% level. Labor market outcomes for 2017 shown in

Table A%, those for 2020 shown in Table 7.

X/10: Duflo et al. (2021)

Experimental Group

Control Civic Duty Hawthorne Self Neighbors
Percentage Voting 29.7% 31.5% 32.2% 34.5% 37.8%
M of Individuals 191,243 38,218 38,204 38,218 38,201

X|11: Gerber et al. (2008)



Net High Inin., Sect,
LI} * B H. Sect. & No College
H. Sect. & College

UK . a Mo College
College

Low Income

Sweden —= High Income
Mo i, Parent
ltaly & - Imm. Parent
Apge 46-0G4
Apge 15-45

Germany »——— Male
Female
France b= Right-Wing
Left-Wing
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FiGure 2

Perceived vs. actual share of immigrants

X|12: Alesina et al. (2023)
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Misperception (in % points)

TAELE 4
Treatment effects on support for redistribution
Tax Tax Social Education Inequality Donation
top | bottom 50 budget budget serious problem  above median
) (2) (3) 4) (3) (6)
Order/salience T — 19457 0,914 —0.543* (.439+ —0.0280%* —0.0479%=
(0.416) (0.276) (0.238) (0.175) (0.0132) (0.0138)
T: share of immigrants ~ —0.627 0.0449 —0.479%* 0.188 —0.00590 —0.0165
(0.419) (0.278) (0.233) (0.172) (0.0133) (0.0140)
T: origin of immigrants ~ —0.0662 0.0322 —0.465* 0.164 0.00626 0.00208
0.425) (0.284) (0.239) (0.173) (0.0132) (0.0140)
T: hard work 0.0772 —0.212 —0.0944 0.333% 0.0158 0.00910
0.422) (0.279) (0.235) (0170 (0.0132) (0.0139)
Observations 19.765 19,765 19,765 19,765 19.763 19.765
Control mean 37.12 10.94 20.53 16.00 0.59 0.47

X|13: Alesina et al. (2023)



All respondents Respondents with overestimated prior

Will vote for MLP
Will vote for MLP

. Control [ Alt-Facts
B ot Check I Facts

X|14: Barrera et al. (2020)
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https://business.nikkei.com/atcl/seminar/19/00059/120200330/
https://business.nikkei.com/atcl/gen/19/00351/120200011/
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Now | am going to read vou three things that sometimes make people angry or upset. After |
read all three, just tell me HOW MANY of them upset vou. I don't want to know which ones,
just HOW MANY.

With these ground rules established, the interviewer then reads a list of three
items:

(1} the federal government increasing the tax on gasoline,
(2) professional athletes getting million-dollar contracts;
(3) large corporations polluting the environment.’

Some randomly assigned respondents receive the baseline version. Others, in
the test condition, receive the three baseline items plus a fourth, in this case *a
black family moving in next door.”

X17: Kuklinski et al. (1997)

« F¥aF V) RLOEBERITHGICEDL B Dp ? (Bertoli, 2017)

i

54

Qualificat
World Cup,

Militarized Interstate Disputes Initiated

3 2 O i 3
Years Since Qualification and the World Cup

X|18: Bertoli (2017)

« BUARIIEEE O R RFENMFEFICEA 2 D ? (Jones and Olken, 2009)

o ZHBERNC X 2 IRREHECRIHET 3 D) ? (Tsugawa et al., 2017)

3.1 SURLBAHEE
TED T v Rtk e1T 5546, ZHUE RCT v A%kE 3,
s ZHOBUGESINIEE 2D ?

« IR OBEICIINRDY D 5 D ?
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TABLE 5—ASSASSINATIONS AND INSTITUTIONAL CHANGE

Percentage of “regular”

Absolute change in Directional change in leader transitions in
POLITY2 dummy POLITY2 dummy next 20 years
(D (2) 3)
Panel A: Average effects
Success 0.091 0.079 0.111
(0.047) (0.051) (0.057)
Parm. p-value 0.06%* 0.12 0.06%*
Nonparm. p-value 0.03%%* 0.02%* 0.18
Observations 221 221 138
Data source Polity IV Polity IV Archigos
Panel B: Split by regime type in year before attempt
Success x autocracy 0.131 0.191
(0.055) (0.085)
Success x democracy —0.012 0.034
(0.083) (0.043)
Autocracy—parm. p 0.02%%* 0.03%=*
Autocracy—nonparm. p 0.077%*=* 0.05%#*
Democracy—parm. p 0.89 0.43
Democracy—nonparm. p 0.13 0.96
Observations 221 133
Data source Polity IV Polity IV Archigos

X/19: Jones and Olken (2009)
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TABLE 7—ASSASSINATIONS AND CONFLICT: CHANGE ONE YEAR AFTER ATTEMPT

Gleditsch-COW dataset Gleditsch-COW dataset ~ PRIO/Uppsala dataset
1875-2002 19462002 1946-2002
M (2) (3)
Panel A: Average effects
Success —0.072 0.041 0.162
(0.068) (0.093) (0.071)
Parm. p-value 0.29 0.66 0.02#*
Nonparm. p-value 0.57 0.83 0.03%*
Observations 223 116 116
Data source Gleditsch Gleditsch PRIO
Panel B: Split by war status in year before attempt
Success x intense war —0.255 —0.103 —0.110
(0.144) (0.257) (0.294)
Success x moderate war 0.334
(0.163)
Success x not at war —0.024 0.020 0.070
(0.068) (0.086) (0.057)
Intense war—parm. p-value 0.08%* 0.69 0.71
Intense war—nonparm. p-value 0.13 1.00 0.69
Moderate war—parm. p-value N/A N/A 0.05%*
Moderate war—nonparm. N/A N/A 0.13
p-value
Not at war—parm. p-value 0.73 0.82 0.22
Not at war—nonparm. p-value 0.62 0.71 0.21
Observations 222 116 116
Data source Gleditsch Gleditsch PRIO

X120: Jones and Olken (2009)

Table 2. Association Between Physician Sex and 30-Day Patient Mortality and Readmissions

o e T Patient Outcomes, % (95% Cl)

Adjusted Risk Difference,

Characteristic (No. of Physicians) Female Physicians Male Physicians % (95% Cl)? P Value
30-d Mortality rate
Model 1: risk-adjusted 30-d 1583028 (57 896) 10.82 (10.71 to 10.93) 11.49 (11.42 to 11.56) -0.67 (-0.80 to -0.54) <.001
mortality rate®
Model 2: Model 1 + hospital 1583024 (57 896) 10.91 (10.81 to 11.01) 11.46 (11.40 to 11.52) -0.55 (-0.67 to -0.42) <.001
fixed effects
Model 3: Model 2 + physician 1283621 (46 201) 11.07 (10.95 to 11.19) 11.49 (11.43 to 11.56) -0.43 (-0.57 to -0.28) <.001
characteristics
30-d Readmission rate
Model 1: risk-adjusted 30-d 1540797 (57 876) 15.01 (14.89 to 15.14) 15.57 (15.49 to 15.65) -0.55 (-0.71 to -0.41) <.001
readmission rate”
Model 2: Model 1 + hospital 1540797 (57 876) 15.00 (14.89 to 15.13) 15.57 (15.50 to 15.64) -0.56 (-0.70 to -0.42) <.001
fixed effects
Model 3: Model 2 + physician 1249210 (46 205) 15.02 (14.88 to 15.15) 15.57 (15.49 to 15.64) -0.55 (-0.71 to -0.39) <.001

characteristics

@ Adjusted risk differences between female and male phyisicans. SEs were clustered at the physician level.

bRisk adjustment using patients' age, sex, race, primary diagnosis, coexisting conditions (Elixhauser comorbidity index), median household income, Medicaid status,

and year indicators.

15

K21: Tsugawa et al. (2017)



West Bengal

Mean, Reserved GP - Mean, Unreserved GF - Differeno
Dependent Variables (1 i(2) (3
A, Village Level
Number of Drinking Water Facilities 23.83 14.74 9.09
Newly Built or Repaired i 5.00 (1.44) (4.02)
Condition of Roads (1 if in good A1 23 A8
condition) i.05) (.03} {.06)
Number of Panchayat Run 06 A2 —.06
Education Centers i.02) (.03 {.04)
Number of Irrigation Facilities 3.0 3.39 —.38
Newly Built or Repaired i(.79) (.8) (1.26)
Other Public Goods (ponds, biogas, 1.66 1.34 32
sanitation, community buildings) i.49) {(.23) {.48)
Test Statistics: Difference Jointly Significant 415
( p-value) (001
[¥22: Chattopadhyay and Duflo (2004)
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X|23: Ferraz and Finan (2008)
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Density

« HARKing (hypothesizing after the results are known) : ¥ — & 3# &7\, HEHICHE R 7246
RO RN TS %,

Density

0 1 * &8  E8% 3 4 5 ] T 8 g 10
7—statistic
Top 5 Mon-top 5

0.4 0.4

0.3 0.3
=

0.2 2 o2

; S O

[

0.1 0.1

0
o1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
r—slatistic r—statistic

o1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Ficure 1. =-StamisTics iv 25 Tor Econoaics JournNaLs

X126: Brodeur et al. (2020)
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