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Causal inference - Introduction

Causal inference
BRI NAT—4H 5, Selection Bias ¥ Confoundings bias MEE % HLY &

X, BEEVUEBOMLRME (Causal Effect) ZRRETRICHEAIT 270D
Vbt
-, REOMRAETIE TRENEDEREFY EFICER L AN
EWD EENLFTMATHN S,
- BEMICEZINE TEEE2RAEN 72Nl & TREERAEAI O T5EY
LIFDE] FEEZ BN, THIRELL AW,
- BRI TREERLA] & TREERLEADE LETWAL > LIBA
D T5EY EFDE] B LEWRTH S,

IhbZzEREL, REZEWLD AT, MEtHR#REZIT O DHIRMETHERE
REROEANLEZ S TH S,

CZHET, EOLIBRACESEEZBEITNIEMREIRAIETEZHEWND
£58, FUYEMNEERPROEEICEEZLNILTELIAEZ>TWLS,



Causal Inference - Framework

RETMRRHERTIE, BREIRA. LT 272DD Framework H'd %,

- potential outcome framework CBIEFERZEHET V)  counterfactural
framework (REMRIEETI)  Neyman-Rubin causal model (x4 <
VIL—EYORERETIV) (Neyman, 1923; Rubin, 1974; Imbens and
Rubin, 2015; Hernan and Robins; 2020)

- The causal diagram (RR4¥ 4 77 5 L) (Pearl, 2009)

- INS 2 DiE. BEMICIE DAY A B B (Richardson and Robins,
2013) A TNENFERL TEILBNP, AET7ILIT) XA, IS5
Bassrahh T\,

- ZOFERKIL, potential outcome framework ZEX—R & L TR = BH
¥ 2,



Causal Inference - Potential outcome framework

* Yoo, Yoo € R: BEEREH

- X1 p RITD pre-treatment H£ZEE (j=1:p)
- A=1{0,1}: MBEH

Cr() = Pr(A=1X=x): AR T

(A1) Assumption : Consistency
Y = AY(]:'I + (1 - A)Ya:o

(A2) Assumption : Unconfoundedness
A 1L Yo|X for a=0,1

(A3) Assumption : Posititvity
0 < m(x) <1

Definition: Average Treatment Effect (ATE)
0"t = E[Yaz1 — Yazo]



Causal Inference - Causal Estimators

ERR D7 O ARWHEE %, Inverse probability Weighting #E & &
(A %)

Inverse probability Weighting Estimator(IPW #E =)
W _ A 1-=A

o =e[v( 5~ 7oe))

EFRETIICOWVWT, IRE (A2) DF & TUTOEKAHNKY LD,
ga(X) = E[Y|JA = a,X=X] = E[Yo|A = a,X = x] = E[Ya|X = X]
ZDERHNS. LTOBGRIANKRYIILD &b S,
E[Ya=1] = E[go=1(X)]

CDERERAWHEE %R, regression estimator & MR
Inverse probability Weighting Estimator(IPW #E£)

09 =E [ga:O(X) — ga:O(Xi)]



Causal Inference - Heterogeneous treatment effect

Def: heterogeneous treatment effect (HTE)
0"E(x) = E[Ya=1 — Ya=o|X = X]

- HTE 1Z, HZEENEAONLEETORRMRETH S, HlAlE 1B
M40 1 IS IBEDEEDOMRMREERL. WROHZEHAERD
T2 DEERIBIETH 2,

- BlAE. BAICHTZ2ERMEE. BROHIZEHOHKR>/ORE
FILIZ & > TABE (marginalization) $2 2 EICKYHET &N T
x5,

w2 { (- 755y -



Causal Inference - tEE R O 7 ITRTE L R WE R MR DHEE

- B, Heterogeneous treatment effect OEEICEKA H 275 — R H 18
ATW3S,

C L L. SEROERRAT m(x) DEICL ZEAXTIFE, EERATIC
WLTRIARNY Y IETIVERELEET Z2FETHY. ETIDR
HEDOEENH 2.

CF e, JUNRSAN) I REEETOLERE, HEEICRAT S E
B EREDRHR & RBRENRN D DT, BEAVLZIFRL,

AT EHEET HEHANDWRY I, 70 X (0,1) OFHZ BT
2ANRL. ZHIEFATETH>TE, HTETH>TERLTH S,

- INHORBIEICK LT, causal tree, causal forest, generalized random
forest (T RHEEREZE L TEEIN TV S,
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honest Trees - Introduction

- Causal Trees (Athey and Imbens, 2016) I&. recursive partitioning % Fg L
T. Heterogeneous causal effect 2#ET 2 FETH 5,

- ZOMIICHWTIE, causaltree DMBICEE R tree ICHIFTBEZLH
honest BMERINTH Y. It causal forest ¥ GRF DEHEIEFRMED
SFERICE W THODM A RE AR T,

- &7z, honest M%&#72d tree IEHEED CART & B L TEAFB AR I L
IKKWEWSHEBEEDH B

F 9 1E. tree D honest EICDWTERBAY %,

- FEHTLEZIE honest & Id Tree DHTIEDHIZHEWT
lPartitioning #4M T Z7=OICAWVWE YV FIL] & [Tree D Leaf D
WEEDEEICAVWS Y Y TIL] ILBHDOEDERAWNSD I ET, 2 00
MICR>/=Tree DI ETH %,

- HOYILSWDT, Tree 2T % 2 DDER, FHEEEHET

% "Partitioning” &. PEIIN/-EZEDFAE tree DHEE" ICDWT
B EREE



honest trees - partitioning and tree estimator

HHECEREHOM (X,V) e RP xR,i=1,2,.. N HERII N/t & T,
u(x) = E[Yi|Xi =X IEX 9 2 Tree  EEEICDWTEZ 5,

FHZEE X ZERICHEIT % partitioning &
I_l - {617627 ,e#(n)}
e U
Uy =X and 4 C X
TE&ET D, TDEE, Partitioning N AME5AS5Nid ETD, FUMHEFE
REE u(x; N) &
p(x; M) = E[Yj|X; € £0x; M)] = E[u(X)IX; € €(x; )]
I, YU TISDTF—9ZHWTHER L Tree EE f(x,S; M) %.
1

a(x,S; M) = - Y.
A ) #{ €S X el(x;n)} {’_ES:X%X;H)} /

TREET %, 72720, L(x;N) €N l&x &S partitioning M DITTH %, -



honest trees - Partitioning & Tree #E=

X2

- Partitioning N & &, [0,1]° %
PET BEPZEE1D1D0% =
=i

- RO EBOMAEFICET
IBA. JOBHE[H
ox;N) TREND,

- ZOEHBERITHRT B Tree #E
EEMN A(x,N) TH 3, ° 1

£(x; TT)

Figure 1: Partitioning & Tree #(E 2



honest Trees - honest ¥ E & I

- honest REFEICDWTEZ B7=0HIC. Tree DIBKEH E L T—HHA
THZRJRELEEZ D,

- Partition M A5 2 5h7$ & T, Estimation sample S =AW THE
INERENEFEHE, TAMNT—49 SCDFEH-_FBE=%

MSE(SW’SESI7 I_I) = m Z {(Yl - ﬂ(Xi; 58517 |_|)>2 - le}

ieste

CER, PHZERELSC E SN L THFEEE o LEDE

EMSE(M) = Egre,gex {MSE(SI‘?,SW, n)]



honest Trees - honest vs adaptive

- honest 73 tree ICE W TIX, ROBEHERKIET % &£ S IC Partition
nes") =45,

QH(n) = — ESIE,SGSISU []\/|SE($fe’8e5[7 I'I(S”))]

- IR LT, — #8974 CART TIROBEHE A KRKRIET 5 &£ 5 I2 N(SY)

kB,
QM) = — Egee sv [MSE(stis", n(s"))}

- ZZTo. TART—ID S TH 5,

- —f&HY7R CART TIREAIET —4 13 S" TH 2 DI L T, honest 7 tree
TIFIET—9 %2298 L S® & S & LALTHTIEDETD,

« ZHIUT & o T honest &R D Tree Tl partition N &, £(x; M) ICH1F
SHWEEIFMIIERD, ZDOME% honest &M,



honest Trees - honest vs adaptive

- honest A& tree ICHWTIE, NIFHEE o & IFMMIITHZ728H. EMSE
ZREIELTWREEZDIENTE S,

- ZIZT, NAEZHEDFALTT, EMSEICRT 2 ST #HWNRHEEE
HHER L. TESED CART DIBAREIM E IR 5 2 & T, honest EDFI =
LMY B,

- EMSE #RBEY % &

—EMSE(M) = — E(y, x.sest[(Yi — u(Xi; M)* — V]
— By, sex [ (306 75 M) — (X MY
= Ex [’ (Xi; M)] — Eges  [Var(a(Xi; S M))]
B,
S ZHICHLT, S"HSTAREEEEERT 5 &,
EMSE(S”, M) = JU ﬂ%xﬁs”,nyfﬁg > Sse(0)

iestr cen
penalty

EMB, L. Seu(0) R LeNICHBITD leafl IHEITH B,



honest Trees - honest vs adaptive

- —HT. fEEDCARTICBWTIHZ DL S REAIFHFEEET.

fmsas%s%n):]%;E:ﬁ%mn§in)

iestr
ALY %,

- COEEBEFPEETAEITIEERET DI, BEBHIE S,
Z D7 cross-validation 72 & & B W okl Y AESED CART TIIMHE
ERB,

- —A T, honest BB A#FD Tree ICHWTIE, EMSE A SIRIZ ST 728
BEBENRBIVICKLKARZEVWI XA Y KD B,

CE1EIE Tree HEEDHETIEFY 2NET 2D, F2HHIFTNICELD
Tree IC& BRSERBEAM D OB (M) PRI RZZEICHT ZERN
BEYT 5,

- RBICIEE, LeNICEFNZ Y Y TILOEMNNIKRWRY X, $118
DHEDHENKE . {EFED CART EE LEEERT,

C—ATHYTVEDNILKRDE, DEOEENKRECARY, 2EIN L
FBEWORICEMET B,
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Causal Trees - causal tree ICXt 9 B EKEEE

 EEHERIE. (V. X, W) € R x R® x {0,1} BELAIS NED & T
6"E(X) = E[You1 — YaolX = X] EHET 2 E VWS HETH .

- Partitioning M A5 A 5Nt & T, HEEX LB a DL ETORE
HEHEZUTTEET %,

w(a,x; M) = E[Yq|X € £(x; )]
- PartitioningMm D& ETD, L NICBFRERRMEE 7(x;N) &F %,
7(x; M) = E[Yaz1 — Ya=o|X € £(x; M)]

- ORIT. partitioning M A5 2 57zt &ETOD, LB a. HEEXIIHT S

AT —4 S EAVWLHEES i(a,x;S,N) &F 5,

o - 1
ia,x;S,N) = #{i € Sa: X € L(x; M})

Yi
{ieSaXee:n)}

B L. SG W ET—Y SDOIBNEaDEDDHDEETHD, TDE
T BAT—IDSHEINIEARDED Tree HEE (L

(xS, M) = g0, xS, N) — a(0,x;8,M)

20



Causal Trees - causal tree

- HTE DHEEIZH 1T D Tree DIEKEEIIUTDL D ICR B,

2
MSE(5°,5%,1) = ey 3= { (= #0ais™.m) 7
jeSte

- SEIF E D regression DIFE ERAEKIC, EMSE #LLFTERT 2.
EMSET(n)z;ESWS%t[MSET(SW,S%HH)]

- ROBBEICBWTIE., 7 PERIINhAVWED, ZOBRDETREHEET
BEMZBIEICT B,

21



Causal Trees - causal tree (adaptive)

- Partitioning M M5 Z2 5Nt &E TOUBMRICDWT, ROBERMED
5 AT vie)

Ese [li € 8% i € 60 )] = Ege [2(x: 5%, M)]

- —f&RY7 CART Z AW ERMRHETE D MSE 2349 % unbiased
estimator &, L FDO LD IR B,

MSE,(S%, 8", M) = —% > A 8, M)A ST n)+% > xS, n)

ieste ieste
L enBHD, ARIKLT S 2BVLIET—9T. TR NF—9EE
X2 B KRB
— MSE, (8", 8", 1) = ,\27 3 2087, ) (1)
iestr

ERoBEbT B EILRB,

22



Causal Trees - causal tree (honest)

- honest tree DIHE. HBE(LTDDIL EMSE THY ., BRAT I &
— EMSE. (M) = Ex, [Tz(x,; n)] — Esest [Var(f-z(X,-;SeSt, n)]

- CNICR T ARREEESE ST AV TERT % &,

S () Su (O
_/\ tr, _ i ~20y . Qlr 71 Sttreat Scontrol
EMSEA(S™3M) = o > 70 %M) NUZ( p T Ti-p

iestr cen

penalty

L LeNIKBITFBUNE a BT S p(a,x; M) DHEE
S‘ngem(é) = Var(i(a,x; M)A =a,X € £)
ELT, o LeNICBIIBNBHOEIGE p & L

o #{i:A[:1,Xj€€}
P= "l xen

23



Causal Trees - causal tree (honest)

- honest % #D causal tree DY TIEHIE, (i) Leaf BITDUEIRDZE
DEXNE. BLVC () DENCL>TERTZ2UNER & NBEORERETH
DHBDRNME, D2DOD ML — KA T7ORBELERD,

- ARMRIE 2 DOBERBREHDEEL LTEEIND, TOEOHEARM
ROBZEUNPENCL>TLERT B & &, leal EDOUNERE & HIREED
DEDINE 1B T &, regression DIBAD & S ICLHBIBBZRIH B H
[FTIE7R,

- EJRIDELBRAY, regression MIFE & causal inference TIEEL>TLK 3
RISEENBETH S,

24



Asymptotics of random forests and
causal forests




Random forest

- Athey and Wager (2018) I&, honest & #7 3 tree N SEHI N
random forest D—EME &, BREERMEE R L,

- . TOERD HTE 2##E T % random forest T#H % causal forest ~
bR I N2 xR L,

CETIE (X)) ERPXR(II=1,2,..,n) BEAISh A & TD, FEHE
TR
;L(X) = E[Y,’|X,‘ = X]

EWET HEBICOVWTEZL D,

25



random forest - original RF

- RLL<CHVWLRTWS
random forest (&, Breiman
(2001) IC& > TIREI N
random forest T#%H %,

- Breiman’s random forest Tl&,
Y4 X n DIET—8 B,
HAXs(<N)DT—KZ b
Sy YU TIEBEE B,

- T—=b RSV THU T
b=1,2,..BIZxLT. CART
EHTIEDH S,

CHERAAXICH LT, BEAD
Tree TNZTNDFBERE=FH L.
random forest DEEZ & L
TRY

FiEs—7]

A@ DSVTLY> 7u\/7‘

n
¢ B bootstrap samples ¢

Eca=fal FEE#R2 HFEHRB
2 B}
e o ¢ ® e o
° e o °
o o e

NV

Random Foresti#tE £
(TRTDTreeDFH % & B)

Figure 2: Breiman's RF
26



random forest - Breiman's RF & D& &

Wager and Athey (2018) TH\W % random forest ® 7JL T 1) X AlE. Breiman
MRELELDEUTDIDORTERS,

CDSVUSLTALARNEEBRT BERICAVWSDIE. T—hR NSy THY
TILTREL, EERALOY Y TILTH S,
- adaptive tree ZFWZ D TR <, honest %D Tree TH B, T4
H5. Partitioning M &, Tree #EE j DMILICAR D K D 4 Tree ZFAL
60
- Tree ICHIF S/ — RKDENT, a-regular tE&. random-split M 2 D%
FoLHICIE 5,
ZITR. COEIREHEFT VI LT+ LA NOIHEERMEICDOWN
Tﬁ"‘é(’

27



random forest - Double sample trees

Wager and Athey (2018) I&. honest M %3#%7=9 Tree & L T"Double sample
tree” ZIRE L TW 3,

Input: 7—% D, = {(X;, V), ERINS A =4 o, RINEH A X R

PAXsDYTH Y TN ERZAFES {1,2,..,ny HhOEBEEALTEY,
BAX|T| = s/2] R |Z| = [s/2] £72B LD, BRAKE L, T I
PEIT B,

EMSE Z&/MIT DL DI/ —ROPDEERYIRLITI. TDEE, /
— K9 E| (partitioning M DERR) ICIE, JIKEFNhEH U TILE, TIC
SEFENBHYTILDIE X DEROAHERAWNTHEI%EITD (honest
M) ZILEENZYYTILDIBE Y, OFERIE. 2ENTIEEVLRL,

BMXICTTD TreeltEESR, ZTOT—YEBAWVTIT,

1
#{i e I,xel(x;N)} E: Vi

{ieZ xee(x;N)}

28



random forest - definition

Zi=X,Y),i =1,2,..,n 5D, T4 XsDEERBR LY THY FIL%E
Ds=1{Z,..2.} £F 5.

BT B, YT T D ICEDL, SYFTLRREEESD
double sample tree ¥#E =

T(X;f,ZH,...,Z,'S)
&9 3,
ZDEE, YTH U TIY A X s T, base-learnerTOS VY LT %L
2 MEEE

RE(X; Z1, 22, ooy Zn) = (2) S Eenz[T(6:6,Z,-2,)]

1<ih<ih<...<is<n

TEEY %,

29



random forest - BT IEFRIED 7= D D #EfE

SUFLT L RAMILDHEEENIHEERMEE BT 2DHITIE,
Base-learner T AV YR M (A1)-(A3) &5&7= T T & HMEE R B,

(A1) Honest
(double sample tree MIHFE) Y TH Y TV EBRBR 2 DODDEE L, T I
7. Partitioning N Z &R T BEEIC T D X,V DBEREVCZ D X DIF
BWOAEAWTCEHEL., HEEDEEICIODY, DIFHREA WS,

(A2) random-split
Tree ILBIF 2/ —RBBNHWVWT, FRD O <7 <1 &FmLTEHE A
WT, IRTOEHENE/ — RTREIINBHEDN 7/p(>0) TFHH
WAL TWDB EE, Tree i& random-split & RFD & WD,

(A3) a-regular
DENCL >TERINDE 2DODF/— KB/ —ROTF—9 8D V7% <
EHac(0,02] DUEEEET LD ICHEIZITI, FALEFIKELL
BNEFAZTReENICHLT, &/ — KPP RULE, 2R—1KBOY YT
WERBEDICRET B,

ZDEX, RD2DODEEBMARKY LD,

30



random forest- S V4 L7 # L 2 D/NA 7 2 DL

base-learner T(x; Zi, ..., Zs) ¥ (A1), (A2), (A3) &i7cd & 9%, TDEE, KR
D3 DDRENDTT

Xi, ..y Xs ~ U([0,1]P) ICIRIZITHED .
p(x) Y T v VEHETH D,
a<02&imkd

SYUFLTHLRNIED xe 0,1 DEER A(x) DA TR
2 |og((1—a)*1) ﬂ)
2 log(a=T) P

ZZT, UTORBEHIZ o OEFEMERTH B,

log (1—a)™") - log ((1—0.2)7")
log(a=?) =  log(0.27")

1300 — ol = © (

ICL > TFHETE %,

0< ~ 0.139

31



random forest - S V4 L7 # L R b DEREERME

base-learner T(x; Zy, ..., Zs) % (A1), (A2), (A3) &= d &9 %, I 5IC. Th3
(Athey and Wager, 2019) & A#DIRE &, BYHRERZREDE & T, T4
‘/7°)lx"j"f XSn

P a1 P . logla™) )7

sp=n” forsome Bmin:i=1 <1+7T iog((1 — &) 1) <B<1
BT SV LT LA NEER 4V (X) & on — 0 &L TINTE
ELT o

fin (X) = p(x)
7000 — N(0,1)

A d., IBIC. TDE IR o, IR LT, infinitesimal jacknife #E
£ (Wager et al, 2014) Vy(x) &, —HE%H77.

\A/U(X)/O'n(X) — 0

32



random forest - Infinitesimal jacknife #E=

SUS LT FLANMINXT S, Infinitesimal Jacknife #E= (Wager et al,,
2014) IFLLFCTEZEI NS,

b=12..,B®DTree DEEEE% j;(x) & L. TDOFEH% i*(x) &

0= 3 0 A
b=1

|

EFB, IHIT, N €{0,1} & i ' b BED tree DEIIFET—4 & LTHWL
SN E D DDIRERET B, TDE X, Infinitesimal Jacknife #
EZlE

=" (35) 2 {; S = (00 — u*(x))}

b=1

TRIND,

COERDS, ERXILBTIOBOMEENELND DT, EEREEHE
{ZENTED Br20VOEBETHLRBENHZ EHREINTWS),

83



random forest - causal inference ~DL5R

INSDIER%E. (Y, X,A) ERxRP x {0,1} NERAIINAIBED, HTE DH#E
ENFEENICHBRT 5 ENTE 2,

7(X) = E[Ya=1 — Ya=o|X = X]

TD=HITIE. BIICES L7 causal tree & double sample tree ~ & HEERY
DHENDHD, I 51T, honest . a-regular EIZDWTH, LB & T
BEOY Y TIDHD DD, HERTD2BENH D,

34



random forest - causal inference ~DL5R

RROFHAETTEHOHEICAWEZREEZ., RRHBDOXIRTIELLTDL S
IKBXEY,

(A1) Honest
(double sample tree DIFA) B TH Y TN 2ERBR 2 DOEER L, J I
¥, Partitioning N Z£MT BERIC T D X, ALY, DEBRT T D X, A
DEFBRDAEAVTEHEL, HEEDFHEICTI DY, DEHREZAV D,
random-split
Tree ILBIF D/ —RDENTHWVWT, FED O < 7 <1 &L EHEH
WT. IRTOEHENE/ — RTREIINIHED 7/p(> 0) TFHH
MAonTWDEE, Tree & random-split EEFD & WD,
(A3") a-regular
PDENCL > TERIND 2DODF/— KB/ — RDF—9 8DV 7<
EHa € (0,02 PDEEEEC LD ICHEEITI. FLBRICHRELE
RPNEHAZXTRENIIRLT, &/ —RKPUBE a=1DF >V FIL &,
WEBEEa=0DY Y TILA, REILE, 2R —1KBDY Y T ERBED
ICHEIT %,

(A2

~—

B85



random forest - causal inference ~DL5R

Input: 7—% D, = {(X;, Vi, A)},, BRI S XA =% o, mINFEH A X k.

YA Xs DY TH Y TN ERAFER {1,2,..,ny hoERARLTEY.,
YA X |T| = [s/2] RO, |Z| = [s/2] £R22 LI BRBEE L, T IC
2EIT 5,

EMSE Z#&/MIFT 2L DIC/ — RDREIEEYIRLITD, TDEE, /
— K2%E (partitioning M DERKR) 1Kk, JIC&FhB Y TILE, TIC
BFENBZHUTILDIBE X EADIERDAHEAWNTHEIATTS (honest
),

BMXICTT D Tree iEER, ZDT—YEAWVTITD,

1
- Vi
#{I € Ttreat, X € E(X; ﬂ)} Z

{i€Ztreat XEL(x:M)}

1
_ : i
#{l € Zeontrol, X € K(X; n)} Z :

{i€Zcontrol,XE€L(x:M) }
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random forest - causal forest & IERTE

base-learner [(x; Z, ..., Zs) B (A1), (A2), (A3') %% 7= 9 double sample
causal tree &9 %, I 51T, Th3 (Athey and Wager, 2019) & BHERDIRE & .
BYARENREDE ET, YTH Y TILYA4 X s,

- B . p  log(a™") B
sp =< n” forsome Bpin =1 (1+7T og((1— )1 <p <
Hilc g EIRET B, D E X, base-learner ['(x) &9 % causal forest #E
& 7 (X) & on =0 %/ﬁf\_j'ﬂb‘ﬁ-?_ LT
() = 7(%)
on(X)
Eimled, IBIT, DL IRF o, I L T, infinitesimal jacknife #E7E
£ (Wager et al, 2014) Vy(x) &, —EMEE%EHLT,

9 N(0,1)

V/j(X)/O'n(X) — 0
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causal forest - simulation

UTDHRET. 7(X) Z#HET 2, £ 29
- X~ N(0, )
- W ~ Bernoulli(0.440.2-1{X; > 0})
- 7(X) = pmax(Xy, 0) 7 7

o V= - o 0 1 >

7(X) - W+ X3 4+ pmin(X3,0) +N(0, 1)

Figure 3: random forest IZ & % 548X
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random forest - causal forest & IERTE

- LLEDE#RD S, double sample causal tree % base-learner &9 %

causal forest [EEPEEREAFDZ ALY, ZONHDEELITA
5T ENHM B,

- ZORER, B EETRERIIY ST AREDRENKY IR S I,
random forest Z 5T 35 Z & T, RRMROWEITAETH %,

7=72 L. causal forest [CIZRENFET B,
- J—REDET BRI, LEBEREa=11BEa=0DY Y TIL%E R
2RI UTECRELNHDIETH D,

- ZDEBETIE. MBERIGSWVSRIZE. EE551DH Y TILHE A
UNEINThNIC K RY, WEBEMETT 3,

- INEETZT7 4T 7D, Generalized random forest &, R-Learner
EFRWCRARMRDIL—LT—0UTHD,
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Generalized random forest




Generalized Random Forest

Generalized random forest (GRF; Athey, Tibshirani and Wager, 2019) (&, Bff
HEARRICEISTERIND /AT A= 0(x) I T B forest-based
EEEKDBFETH D,

E[?/)g(x)yl,(x)(o,'ﬂx,’ = X] =0 forall xe X (2)

- () AATEHK
- v(): BANZ A —% (optional)
GRF I, 0(x) DEABDHEEE 2 DDA T v TTITI,
1. forest-based weight o;(x) Z5tE T 2: TR Mmix ICHIF BT A—%
B(x0) IS %, | BB D traning-example DREEN (FE) DAE X,
2. oi(x) #EHE L7z, empirical version D#EEHIER %< .

} 3)

(é(x), f/(x)) € argmin,, , {

Zai(x)we,u(@‘))
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Generalized random forest - forest weights

C HmWxEFRTBIRIC, EHD

MO TWBH Y FILERL s mr
7o N Tl

- GRF TRIRTOHY Y FILIC i
LT, Tree ZAWT, E&H "

a(x) ZETE L. TOEHDIF .
WEARAEM I ETHE

85183, AN =8

- D% Y., GRF & (& forest = . i T
WT., EHADIF kernel %% BE
JVIRSARNY v OITHEL [
TW3, .

Figure 4: forest weights
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Generalized Random Forest

Forest-based weight a;(x) DFTEFIRIE. LLTDEY,

“b=12,.. . BICL>THRARTIIINS BED Tree EZ. Lp(x) & x
ZE0 b BED Tree D Leaf BAED training example DEEET 5, &
DExE,

) = 5 2 (), @
b=1

eZ L.

X € L)
i) = =160

- B ai(x) &, i BB traning example ', x #ET Leafl ICAEEEh
EhEWSHEERZERETH S,

(5)

DT END, O(x) DHEEDR I Tree ILIKEFET B2 &b H 5,
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Generalized Random Forest - B o DIEE

. . .
. . . . .
. * . . .
.
.
x . X x
.0 . o
.
- . .
.
L]
. .
L]
x
.
—

Figure 5: forest-based weights

43



Generalized Random Forest - 3l

- —f%B97%4 Random forest MIZEA: 0, =Y, & L TR T7EHK
Y (Vi) = Vi — p(x) (6)

EBE SUILTALRANDEERE . UTOAERXDETH S,

S (Y — u(x) = 0 )
i=1
q SMIELARETILDBE. 0,=Y, &L T

Yo (Y1) = q - H{Yi > 0()} = (1 - q)i{Y;i < 0()}

- BREEBICEZERETIVOBE: 0, = {Y,W,Z} € R x {0,1} x {0,1}
T, Z (BEEH) & LT, Z I eX DD Cov(Z;, Wi|X) # 0 DIRTE
DFT

Zi

Yrx),u(0(01) = {Yi = Wir(x) — p(x)} <1)
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Generalized Random Forest - Gradient Trees

Athey, Tibshirani and Wager (2019) t&. ai(x) Z¥#ET 255 & L T,
Gradient Tree %32 L7z, Gradient Tree &, 0(x) DEZMICEBL T/ —K
EDEIL. Tree Z#R T % recursive partitioning algorithm T# %,

1. Labeling step: 8/ — K PDTF—42BWT. b R Dp 2HET 3,

} (8)

Efeo Tp Z2IATRABDOWE VE[Y;, 1K € Pl ICHT 2—BHERE
T3, B,

> %e.(0)

i-X;eP

(épﬁp) € argmin, , {

1

Me=xer o V¥ (0) -
{i-x;eP}
IhdZBAWT, pseudo-outcome Z#EET %,
pi = *ETFFMJ@P),QP(O,-) cR (10)

ZZT. €y DIB, 0() ICHIET 2EOEHET 2T MLTH 5,
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Generalized Random Forest - Gradient Trees

2. Regression step: pseudo-outcome p; ICXf L T, CART & EHDODEIT 5,
ThbhE, ROBEEZRRETZDLIIICHR/ —KPEF/—RKG, G %,
T X AEA#EE L Taxis-aligned D EIT %,

2 1 2
A(G,G) = ; i X eGl ({f;xzezc}pi) "

Z Z . Athey, Tibshirani and Wager (2019) &, LRI A #HZK{LT 5
EN. RDerror ERIMET B & EFMAMICASZS THZ Z 2R LTWS,

> PrixeqlxePr]E [(éc, - 9()0)2 X e C,} (12)

j=1,2

IITh . F/—RGRBIHEARIOBETH S,
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Generalized Random Forest D KRR~ D itz

© (XL, YL A), 1,2, n & id. IRY Y T
< X: pRTTDLBERIZEE (j=1,2,...,p)
- YER: EREH

- A=1{0,1}: MBEH

BB AREAEYMTOREDS & T
{Yaz1, Yazo} LA | X
CATE 2 #ET 2 & WHMBEEZ S,
7(X) = E[Ya=1 — Ya=o|X = X] (13)

Generalized random forest Z W %720 ICIk. 7(X) ICH T 2 BFF#EEARRR
BRI DBENDH D,
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Double Residual EFILIZ & 2 ARMEDHEE AR DIESE

Z Z T, Nieand Wager (2021) IC L7ch' > T, REIR 7(x) 2#ET 2 RE
%, Double residual model (Robinson, 1988) Z W T, EREH & NBLEH
ICH g B2EEMEEHOEBERAVTUTOL D ILEHRT B,

Def : Robinson’s Double Residual Z=#2

Y — m(X;) = {A — 7(X)}7(X) + & (14)

ZZT.
s (X)) =Pr(A=1X=x): ERRA37
- m(x) = E[Y|X = x] : FEREBICH T B KM S TR
s g BRETH

2L, BCERTRAEY FITDORELY EgALX] = 0.
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Double Residual EFILIZ & 2 ARMEDHEE AR DIESE

CORRICEDVT, 7(1) BRD2DDAT Y TTHET % (R-learner; Nie
and Wager, 2021),

M(x) RO #(x) ZBEHBRFAFETHIET % (e.g. random forest / XGboost /
CNN)

2. M(x) RV #(x) ZRKA LT, CATE ZH#ET 2.

#(-) = argmin,, {[n(r(.)) +/\n(r(-))} (15)
T

n 2

Zn(f(o):%z((v HD0) — (4 = #eNr00) . (6)

THY., A AN F I BEOY YT ERVWTICHE LB TH
% (cross- ﬁtt|r1g)o

Z ZC. R-learner I& quasi-oracle error bound %7z 2 &ML NTWS
(Nie and Wager, 2021),
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HTE #E D = D Gradient tree

R-Learner DFERM S, AlME LZEREHE. WEZHEZLUTOLDICE
%‘6—3—60

- centered outcomes : ¥; = Y; — m(=(X;)
- centered treatments : A; = A; — #(=)(X))

Fro. R 7EHLE
Yag,re0 = (Vi — a(x) = A (X)) (1,4) . (17)
EhB. L. a) ROBETHY. r() REHNSEENETH .
FEEOH/ —KP&. /J—RPHOE i YV TILICHL T,
pi = 5" (A = Ap) (V, V(A —Z\P)fp) (18)

EEETD. T ARV, RBY RUA DR/ —RTOEHTHY, 4
B/ —RKPTOHEAREIXDBRTH 5,

Mp = \{l)(jieP}\ Z (Ai —AP) (Af —AP)T (19)

{i:X;eP}
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Generalized random forest M &% & &

- BREOEE L. BMIEEIE LD Generalized random forest I & % 6(x)
KNS 2B EAEROM 0(x) &, BHEERMEEFED,

- ZD#ER. random forest [FEERBRICL > TEEIND /T X —F
ICx LT, EHARERMRYE (2L OMETORBENSHLT) O & TR,
HETH MR D AT REE 10 D,

- GREDISAIDVWTIE, FERERBLETHZH, RAICISABITLIBAA
HTHEY., SHERROATEEND 2,
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