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_ECYN
NRERNDERF & B R

y EFE. RRHERDZE XS (potential outcome framework, Rubin 197473
E) OET—IREFICHE TD2ERUEISTEELNEXRO>TNDS,

y EVRRIBZETIE. FIHUBZIR R ONERF CEH (T D FITNESNRDIETE R
ECHEHEAH D, ERRIDPICKDEAMIFEEERENEERITTERAEINT
LD,

) 5(C. EIVRRICEIFTIDBRBEDHREZSOHDENT, HESZFKHE
DFTEHETOHERRMR (subgroupRNDERZNR) ZHEEIT D EICHE
BNEXDwBoHE (BIZIE. Zhao and Harinen 2019)

» LHU. EMITEEZERFMBERDRIPDETIVREFECXT LTOO/NR MME
[CZ2 UK. SNSDEEZTHT ICEENICARNREZHETERLD,. &
WSEZHICEDDEBARTH D,

y Fie, JVISKAKYYORBEERIPOHEDS E TOEMMTIFTHES
[&. \/N-consistencyZ#F7z /LR EHRFE = RERORARHR/E BHED

B EDREDIERNTET




_EEYN
NRHRESOIALT A LR
y INSDRIREICK LT, Wager and Athey (2018)(&Random forestzzF UL\
2CET, REROKXSBERRIDIPDHEZITOICERLS, T—IH5
conditional average treatment effect (CATE)DMEETE. = SICHEESEN
A ERMEZF DO ENRU,
y Xfe. AR UBRBLOIEOHEEEN. HEEDENOANEUICINRIT D EHBRUL
TUW\S,

y ZDFEXICX LTI,

» Wager and Walther(2014)(C Xk & Regression treelCX$d B #RTAAR 4
BI(CAI %

Athey and Imbens(2016)IC &% Causal TreeDig=E
Efron (2014)(C & Binfinitesimal jackknife DiRZ
y HEERRBREBMZRIZLTWNS,

v Vv




_ECYN
ARHEH N\ DT B DA

y ZOfth, RARHEFRICKT LTI,
» Generalized random forest (Athey, Tibshirani and Wager, 2019)

» R-Learner (Nie and Wager, 2020)
» Orthogonal random forest (Oprescu, Syrgkanis and Wu, 2019)

y REMNATFEFFESNTLS,

y RBEDFHZE(I. causal forestlCW I DIERZMBNT LD MEDERICDL)
TR BFETH Do

FERICK T SEREAE

causal tree — causal forest > GRF



ARHERESVYILT A LR S

Causal Tree

» BA
4
4

y SVILTALRAKCKIDARMRDHEE

» Causal forest

» Generalized random forest

) XEOPEFORRERGRE




B Regression tree and causal tree

50

y ARFEEKTE. LITOEESZHWD,
i=1,2,..N: BRI Dindex

(Y(1), Y(0)) : RICT T DEBERBREH

4

4

4

.= Y(1) — Y(0) : BRIICH T DE

REIR

W, e {0,1} : BRI T DAUBZEH

n=nm9={

X, : LED S DEEER TRV \Pre-treatment p RJt3

Y, W, X)) : BRIICH T BEAUNT —HNDT MLT, 8

ACTHBdET D,

Yi(0)
Yi(1)

if W,=1
if W,=0

BRSNS RTHY,

e
= |1

LZENT R

M5 Di.i.d.7&%
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B Regression tree and causal tree
58 < FEH 0 BE7RE D T (7 DIRE & FKHT S FIULEZNR

B

Unconfoundedness AssumptionfRE%Z & <

{Y(1),Y0)} 1L W;|X,
CDFRHFDHET, TDORERKTOBIRIE. conditional average treatment
effect (CATE)

t(x) = E[Y(1) = Y, (0) | X; = x]
ZHEIT DI ENBIRETH D,

y ZNICKT LT, TreezAAWTCCATEHEEZ(CXI T DBV R IEEEZEA T
E=B2&SCUeDA. Athey and Imbens(2016)TH B,

y ESI(E. regression treeZzihik U. 7(x)ICX T DEEE 2K Dcausal tree

%ZEE;’E lJrf:o




B Regression tree and causal tree
B2 & causal treelC Xt BHEE

\'4

4 y WX, FFHZERBIX = 0,1 CH LT, ZFDREiE%s
1 partitioningL7c 6 DM AEKTH B,

) CDEE, xe[0,1PICNTI2RRERDEES

- %Z. Causal tree T3, xZESOHRHZERBDELHZE
@ (Leaf L) [CET DANERE/XIREFDIZARFIT
DEICK>TETET B,

]
Y oy,
#{i. W, =1X. €L} (Wl XeL)

0 1 : 2 7
#{i: W;=0.X; € L] {i:W=0,X.€L)

y 7eleU. CCH 5ERBAT Bcausal tree TR IFNIE. CDEER I Dcausal
foresthVENTIEREZIFEBEVE VS DT TIEEL,




B Regression tree and causal tree
@t 7gpartitioning & (X7 (T H

» 7=72U. Partitioninglc DL\ TAthey and Imbens(2016) TlE. —fRBV73D
treeH ALV T LB Mean-squared error(MSE)D &/ IC K BtreeDiBRLH
YN E SDMCDWTIEZEZDIEN B D ERNTULD,

y SEBFR. —iREVStree T, partitioning& = NTcLeaflCc BT DHEFEED
stE(C. BT —YZ2AWNWTITS,

y . ﬁ*é@%m% HESDBRICESH Y FILZERBULTIT>TUL)
52DT, BFB=ERERITOREENH D,

y XEEFHOIIC(EpartitionE, BONDEFEEDIRIIMENKRDONDIEH. Hh
WTIFRREREZRITDOHLEH L B> TL B,

» FZTC. Athey and Imbens(2016)flar treexd UTT Thonest; &UWSHELE

ZEB AT B, INld. partitioninglCAWLZIEERZ. leaflCH(FDHE(CIEFA
LWEaWEWSHDTH D,

» LIFF(E. honestlCDWTERBBL. FDH & TEH N SBcriterion function
HARNERDEEICTH UTEDKSICEET D2DOMNCDLWTIRNB,

10



B Regression tree and causal tree
Regression TreelcDUL\T

) CZTIEERYI, HESCHRZHOMB (X, Y),i=1.2,. N)HERIENLH &
T, regression treelc & du(x) = E[Y,| X, = x| OFRIC DN TEZ S,

» WX, BEZERIXZNENT Bpartition/treeI1. partitionlC K> TER SN
BN ZBDEE#I)E T D,

H: {Lﬂl,fz ..... f#(n)}, U;ilil)szx

) Xic. A I)zEx e cETRD. EDZEMEl e TET Do

) I T, PENZERKTD7ILTYU X L7%ZrlE, partitionDZEEZ=P, &
SDIEART—YDE[ZESETDEE, 7:S—> PTHB

) Z T, PartitionIh5 X 5NizHETD, FHATEHIFHEDBIE u(x; I
u(x; 1) = ENY; | X; € £(x; 1]
y FEERBIRIC K Dux)CX T DU TH D, =5I1C. BRS e SH5EZ5NTEH
ETOEEEN(x, S, D& s IDICH T DNREEE TH D,

|
fal, I = — Y,
#{l € Xi = f(x; H)} iecS):X-%f(x;H) 11

g
A
o1

] HY




B Regression tree and causal tree
Regression TreelCDWL\C

X2
A

L L

£(x;11)

/

y X =1[0,1]?

» LWE. partition IS5 Z5N=H
& T, Rx(IX9 TR,

1
e, S, TT) = — "
#lie s X e l(xID]} ie&:){%ﬂ(x;n)

X1

12



B Regression tree and causal tree
Honest or adaptive ?

4

—R%BY(C. FRID7=I(Cregression treezzAL\DHE. Mean-squared
error(MSE)Z&/NMC T DK DS, treezFE T D,

LD U. TreelcEH (IS partitionDERE . leaflCHFBDFAICEACH >V TIL

ZFWDIEE. ANEDEEREDleafADETEEICKEL LD,

< Z 7T, honest/dtargetZiBad 2 & T DEIRBEZ LT B,

Partition INEZ5NTcHET, TR Y TILS I T D, LeafTEDHE
NEDEEICAVND T Y TILss 5/ oNDFENESFIDEEEDMSE

Z. LUITTERT %,

1
#(S$1e) Z {(Yi — [A(X; S TT))? — Yl_z}

€S

MSE(S", §¢. TT) =

Xfc. INEEHUT, TRMIYTILS*EXUN EEICAWS Y Y TILSs'T
HifFEZ & D IcMSEZ, LITTERT %,

EMSE(S"™, §, T1) = E g ger[MSE(S™, §, 1)

13



B Regression tree and causal tree

Honest or adaptive

?

» honest treeld. UTOEEZFEKILIT DL SICEFE =TS,
Q" () = — E e ges 5m[MSE(S7, ¢, TI(S™)]

y CDEETI(E, treelCKBpartitionDEZFICAWVWBY Y TILE. treeDFH|

BZEEIT DIHIC

JWB Y YV TFILHAEL > TWBZ EICEET D,

» —A T, —fREVZCARTTIE. partitionDBALICRAWBD Y Y TILE. treed

TAEZtEI DY

VTIVEEUTHS (adaptive’@izs) o

Q) = — E g sm[MSE(S", S, TI(S"))]

y T, QC%mDcriterionld. FULIsplitiC K> THEICHESNDZH., D
HES(CKBRB I RIS WeafZERK L. FDIOICHESDDEID

RKELEBDEWVWDSG

LD D, (CORBRBICHNT BIeHIC. EERIIRSIC

XNITBIRFIT A —ZANBDBREULTEZ XL T D)

y —AT. Qf(@mDcriterionlCXKDFBE TR, T—9%H
TEBF—INDBLBBENSHEND B, LH LA

Di=H(CFE(C(E

M5, ROFBRHS

Ok}

IgdRENDD. Z

OH(n)IC & 228 (FpenaltyZRBT B ELHh B,

14



B Regression tree and causal tree
EMSEICXIT 2 NmiEEE DIERK

y EMSEM)ZzERAT S E. LTORRIEANLN DD EhHbhd,

—EMSE(ID) = Ex [4*(X;, ID] = Eeu x [((X; ; S, TT) — p(X;, T)*]

) CZC. COEIFSZHWVWTWEXRT, Xleo sTESDY Y TIVTA I
LTHhDEREITDE. partitionZig I D72HDT— ST AL T,
—EMSE[CXW T D RNREEZ(E. UTDOXS(CBESND,

EMSE(S™,TT) =

1 ) 2
N D AR0G S ) — o D S2.¢)
ies” zell

) XIIT. SL0)l3Leaf ZICHFBS ORI TH Do

» HAHDUVETE(IXAthey and Imbens(2016)2SR LT 72 L)\,

p —A T —AREVECARTIEE WL,

1
tr Qtr — z : A2(y . Otr

iesr

0l
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B Regression tree and causal tree
honest vs adaptive

4

—EMSEDERX{L(F. LeafRDHIFEDRKRILZITULWD D, DElZE TEBIRD
INELTBEWVNDSZISICERIRTE B,

72U FRAIETILOXARICHE WL TIE,

y leaftb1@ NS LKEDIFTERVED., LeafRDEFFEDERAILIE. LeafA
DNEIDEIME E DREICEEHIDRERL D D,

» honesthrESHME. FNIFEBETIIRL,

—7A. Treatment effectDIEFE ICHE L TIF.

y LeafROALBMRZRA(ILE. LeafNDNBEREL KON BEFDIEREH
DREIDER/IMEIE. EEHIDOREERNH D & (TR SN,

» &K DT, honest treeMIZFEZAND E. —ARVREETER SN Dtree
CIFERBEENEOND EMEFIND,
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B Regression tree and causal tree
causal tree

4

CCETOERBZUENRDIERE(CHAR U, &RIT—5Y DMWY, W, X)D\ 5.
WEMRZIETE T DI Dtree TH D, causal treelCDWVWTIRND,

CZ Ty Speur SconroE ENTNANERF RO BEFD U TV TILZEKRIT RS
ELTHWS, ¥feo #ENThoEE=ZN,, N, .. ET Do

Tree INSZ5NTEHET, F=2DxE. WBWDH E THD., BREKDAES
19 %

A

pw, x; 1) = E[Y,(w) | X; € (x, 11)]
EERLU. LWEMRZ
7(w, x; TT) = E[¥(1) — Y(0) | X; € £(x, TD)]
TEHRYI Do /. Leaf 20, IDICHTBu, T DEEE(S

1
A, x; ST = —— i
#lied,: X; € £(x,ID}) ics :)éf(x,ﬂ)

7(x; 8,1 = pa(l,x; 8,11 — fi(0,x; &, 1)

17



B Regression tree and causal tree

causal tree (honest or adaptive?)

) =5IC, partition INSEZS5NcHETD, UERICXTT DMSEE.

EMSEZL{ T TERY Do

1
MSE (S, $, 1) =

#(CS’te) .

(7. — 2(X:; £ T))? — 72
Z { i I l}

€S

EMSE(S™, ", IT) = Eg.. ¢l MSE (S, §°, 1))

) TNSE. KHAD/ICSA—FHNEENDH, COEETEHET I N
TERVH, TNIEHLTERONREHEEEIER TE 3,

_ 1
EMSE (8%, TI) =

Ntr
iesr

2
A

Zell \

(

PIERCEE LN

SC%)tZreat(f) SCZSJ%OI’Z[I"OZ(K) \

P

_|_

Leaf[@ D
WMWEMRDZEDFRKIE

l—p ) LeafidD
EREHDOE/IME
GBEDTreelcEEENEW)
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B Regression tree and causal tree
causal tree (honest or adaptive?)

» Honest TreelC KBTI, LI EDZERI S

» LeafRDIBRELMDIDEICK LTCHAZDFTEHETD, LEMRDZRK
LTHDEMERTED,

D EHNS., Honest TreelCH LTI,

BEDOMSER/IMbICE>TE SN Streatment effecDEFEE LD
H. HESNDUEMRD Dz splittinglc K >TNhELKRE B,

y ERRICE. EMRICEE UL WHZENEREMOZTE ICHELXS
A TCWBGZEICIE. FDEE TsplittingZz :ERI D ENERTRN D,

v

y C DRI, treeZxbase-learner& 9 Bcausal forestiCEWLWTHRILT
<%,

predictionDfElB & (FEXD ., WEMRZHEEZ T DHBEIC(E
Treez=2 & 9 B L Tsplitting criterion(IFEFE (CKYD

>

19
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B causal forest
(—f%8978%) random-forest& (& e
y RO ORBRYZ T SBERBZEZE AR
EEHDDOS VLYY TUVY

Do

Random forest(7ZJL3d') X Ln)
y YA ANDIIRT —FD5. A X

s( < N)Dbootstrapt > 7IL (BEHD :

B bootstrap samples

DY 79> 7)) ZBEED, v
» FNFNDbootstrapt Y FILICHL | FTE=] BHER2 55 BB
T. @Y7%criterion funtionZ=1FD a o @
CARTZ%EY 3, oW o o © o
y \ ® ® ® o O
y FEKICXT UT. BRDTreeZFNFhIC p . .

UTFAEZSTE L. TNS5DFY

Zrandom forestDIEE=E E U TGRT, \ ¥ /

Random ForestitE &
(T RXTDTreeDFE% & 3) 21




B causal forest
Random forestlcXy 9 2L\ DHDEE

» CZC. Wager and Athey(2018) CEtr=tiClL\Brandom forest(d. —
AREVRRFE WK DO DR TER>TL D,

» —RREVERFTIX. EEdD D DbootstraptF Y FUVITZ{TS5H. T
[FEEZRULDRFTH B,

y ZBIEMI BDTreeld. —ARBVBRCART TIEAR <. causal tree®i&:m T
HEMA U7z, Honestl&Z @79 Tree TH Do

» Partitioning&E BS5NDIEEEHIIRIITH B,

W&A(2018)MDRandom forest(FZJILIdU X L)

y TAINDIRT —HD S, YA Xs(< NDEEW LYY T)UBEIERD,

) TNZTNOUYTILICH UT, EEREGEZmic 9 Honest TreezFE
ERS

y BFE(CHUT. BADHonest TreeZNZFNICT U TR ANEZESTE L.
FN S DY %Zrandom forestDEEE E U TR,

22



B Causal forest
ZVALSE SN
» Wager and Athey(2018)(3. causal treeZEST KSR HDHEZ ™I
treelCXI LT, RD3DZER LTS,
) treelcX$9 B/ \1 7 RO
» treeZzbase-learner& UfcH & TD, random-forestDENIIE AR 4
» treeZbase-learner& U7cH & TD. random-forestD D EXDIEEE D

18
e

» Wager and Athey(2018)(EHonest tree® 7))LV X A%Z2DRLTWS,
» Double sample tree (FRIRVCINENRDEEDWA DIHE
» Propensity tree JLEZNRDIETEDIZEDH)

)y INSICDVWTIEARZHE T, TOMDEEICDNT, FULERRS,

23



B Causal forest
Double sample trees

INPUT
) B INDIRT—5: FRDBEY, X)/NBNROEEDHEY, W, X)

y E/I\Leaftb1 X:keN

Tree DR
y RT—H{12,. NDS, T4 XsDsub-samplezEEELTED, Y14 X

DI = [s2| RN T| = [s21&E18D. 2DDHERBESLIZE D,

y IDT—YDHZEEX (RUW) DERE. IDT—YINTZAHWT, treel
Ko CpartitionZ4/ 9T D, CDEZIDEREZHDIBIHRITALVEL (honest

%) o F£7e. partitionlCK > TEREINDEEHDZEME (Leaf) (2. IDHVTIL
NFBDIZFEA L. NBHRDEEEDIZEEZEOY Y TILHUULEEEN
5EKDICT B,

y ERENcleafBOETEEZ. IDBEXRZAHWTETRET 5,

24



B Causal forest
Propensity trees

INPUT
) A INDIET— (Y, W, X)

y E/I\Leaftb1 X:keN

TreeDERK

y IR —5{1.2,.. . N}D5, Y1 XsDsub-sampleDEST (|| =5) Z=EEE
LEBKT %,

y IDT—YDHZESXRCUBEZHWDIBHRZRALT, treelC K> Tpartition
ZEMRT Do CDEZIDRREMDBHRIFALZL (honestlt) o i,
partition[C K > TEMEINDENZE[E (Leaf) (C. BEDYU YV TILHUKLI LS
FNdDELSICT B,

y ERENcleafBOETEEZ. IDBERZRHWTETRET 5,

25



B Causal forest
RFMDbase-learner(CX$ 9 2 FDMDEHED

random split

» Treedirandom splitEZRiFD & (I FEZBDRITpDINRTDRITH. &

split TsplittingDXWR ERDAUBEMENH DI ETH D, OS5, TreelcH
(FDsplittingICHE VLT, EFED0 < 7 < 1Z@mC I ERZRAWLNT, INTD;

(=1,2,..p) BB DOEHH splittingsNBERDL2/p TTIHOSHZ 5N D,

y Nl FHRENICLeafDINRTDRITTDORESH. N = coDIRFLDH & T\
OICUNRT B C &EZBHKKT B,

» ConsistencyzRI TDICHEBRFHTH D,

20



B Causal forest

RFMDbase-learner(ZX39 2 FDMDEER)

a-regular tree

» TreeHla-regularEZzHDE(F. ERDFESICEWVWT, spliticK>TERREN
222D/ —Rh. splitOFREL>TWVWB Y TILD100a%B A EDT > T
TSP ETHD, E5(cterminal nodelckdA ES KV2% - 1ITOH YT

ILHEENDZETH B,

) UBMNROEEDSZE(E. SSICUERE/NRBREEOY VT )ILHNENZF AL
E. 2k—1LLTterminal nodelCEFXENBdZ & TH D,

» Double sample treesDFE(E. EDFENIDT SFHAHBIPL TR DIZIDZ

EEERT Do

Noc» Noc' 2 alNop
Nic»Nic 2 alNyp.

k < Nic, Nies Noos Noer < 2k = 1

(NOP’ NlP)

F/—NKC

Regulartd s

(NOC’ NIC)

Splito] gEh &+ i

¥+/—KC

(NOC” NIC’)

27



B Causal forest
Asymptotic normality for random forest

Theorem 1 of Wager and Athey 2018

y BYRIEFAIEAH(Wager and Athey, 2018)D % & T. honest, a-regular
(@ < 0.2) RV random-splittt%&idE/= 9 Treezbase-learner& 9%, CD &
Eu(x) = E[Y;| X; = x)D\Lipschitz&fe it z2mic U, BTV TILY A Xs, DR

-1
d log(a™h)
n’  for some ﬁmm:=1—<1+—- S ) <p<1

7 log((1 —a)™h

) CTHDIKDIWBSIVINLT A LRASDEEEAR () XEHIIERMEZRF D,

ARE(x) — p(x)

0, (X)

— N(0,1) for a sequence o, = 0

y 5T Dl Icx LT, infinitesimal jackknifef &V, (Wager et al.
2014)(F. RDOMHEBZ=Z®™IcT
VU(x)/ o,(x) = 1

28



B Causal forest

HETE

Lemma 2 of Wager and Athey 2018
y ThHie-regularkTr, random-splitTH D ETF D, xZz=STleafZL(x)& U,

diam(L(x))ZL(x)H\&
. BED?

<.

P diamj(L(x)) > <

y AR D IZD,

>

CDEmld. TreelTkoTH

2k —1

_ 09901 — mlog((1

S DENENE )1 7 R (X9 DBound

LZEDTEDRRDIENDRSET Do o L)

é&d)iﬂﬂu/ jfuﬁ_j(@%? \C\:.-g_%o
y ZDEZE, Tree TMOLeaflCXF LT, EEDy € (0,1) &,

NAREEsDH &

) 7?1

log(a=1)

ER SN BDIEEDLeaf L) DKRKESH
a—regularh Drandom-split THNIF0ICITK 2 EZR LTV D,

(yl&Chernoff boundDEtEDBIETETL B)

29



B Causal forest
WEE S DEHIAYR) 1 77 R (XS BDBound
Theorem 3 of Wager and Athey 2018

y Lemma 2DERHAFICHIZ T, ux)H'LipschitziEZ1F5E. HDbase-learnerTH
5 Tree THh'thonest TH D E =, a < 0.2Mrandom forest®D )\ 7 RIILLTD
KD ICFHBTE D,

1 log((1-a)~hH 4

| E[A(0)] — p(x)| = O(s 2 toseh 7

-1
el =) 4, cxiT 3 BEEEK
log(a=1)

>

& >7T. random forestlC&KB/\1A P RODYNERA—F—" K=< TBD=HICIE.
a%e CEBDRDKRKELERZINDENDH B,

Ee. RIOEHWELKBRBEINAPRADWERA —5F—(FEL 11D,

T

[XRTTp(CXET D R R BEEL

30



B Causal forest
HESDENIHR/ N1 77 2T B Bound

y CZEXTIIX, Y,)ICXT Brandom forestTH o7,

» Causal foresthENMAERMEZRDI=OHIC(E. a-regular treeDEHE T LR
L. BRI BEEICEIT DTV TILA. Bterminal nodelcH WL TEEL
o2 ILTEENTUVWBRE WS EEICEET INENDH D,

y CDEME. X, V)T UTEHDNDIERIEHZ. (Y1), X)KRU(Y(0), X)X U

TRHDIDEZZDIEIFTTRL (Theorem 11 of Wager and
Athey(2018)),

y CDIEENS. Causal TreeZzbase-learner& 9 3drandom forest (causal
forest)(d. FNOEREZRT DO ENTREND,

KoT. INSDBRZAVNIEBEIRICT T DUERRDL.
BRRIFPRBREDREZEL CEBRKEET DI ENTED,

>

31
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B Generalized Random Forest(GRF)
JI\OX—DETFEZ XD FIICT DTEHDEEHEH

p CZEXTOEF. ETIDREZ—VEL CERLKUENRDEEZT D&
WO EEZEEDHTET,

» LHL. RRHERICEWTE, HHEE. ERNRETILZIRELZE L
T. CATEZH#HEE ULIZWEWDSEFAR—Y 3 VHEEFEAET S (IVETILBERZ
DRERHFITHD) -

y ZD&KOHZEI(C. Generalized Random Forest (Athey, Tibshirani and
Wager, 2019) DM SERTH S,

GRFICH T D EIRERE

y T—H{(X,0),i=12, NHEZ5NEEE, RIPEHy( KR IS
X = 0x)B X, nuisancer(x)DSBSNDRDOBEFTEEAIZXDREZ K
HB,

L. TRXOYH— ~TH .

33



B Generalized Random Forest(GRF)
=% N P AN [
» Random forest

y BEDrandom forestTld, 0,=v,&E LT, RORADPERZEZTZHD
ERIUICIED,

» MuUREERETIL

y 0,=YDEE, LIFORNZMIZT ¢ ML RDBIELG, () DIERE

» (YD) =ql({Y;> 0} — (1 —g)1({Y; < 0})
y BIEZHRICSDOIEBETIL
y 0,=Y,W,Z)&EUT. WZ2{EDQWUERH. ZZ2EDRIFEHET B,

y Z A | XU\ Cov(Z, W;|X) # 0ZRELIZBHET, EFIZ
Y, = u(X) + 1 (X)W, + ¢,[CHBFTDc(X)ZHET Do

Vet u00( Q) = (¥ = Wiz (x) = p(x) Q)

l



B Generalized Random Forest(GRF)

kernell@l)s & GRF

» BFAEEARIAZRESAERE ULTEISHASNTWVNDDIE, kernelB&EIC KD

BHATITHEETH D,
y N xICBFBINSA—F o) ZHET DFRIC. €D,

Ot

MDY )T

LTEMI(FTZLT, #HEZEIDEWVNSIHDTHD,

N
(060.500) € argmin { || D a5, 0) |
i=1

y o) [ITERD BPIHRZ

» LD U. Generalized random forest(d. < D& H%Zrandom forestZz L)

4 A

0.v

O

IBETILTHNIL. kernelfEETH B,

Cnonparametriclci EEIT D E VWD P11 T 77 TH D,

» RIC. Generalized random forest®ZJLJ YU X AICDWTEREBT B,
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B Generalized Random Forest(GRF)
a,(x) DHETE

» GRFT(E. £IHEEDrandom forestE [@#k(Chonest treex 3, 25
ZT, (b=12,..B)&F B,

y RIC, e GZoNTcEE (T £ LZBTree T,[CX UT, x2&TLeafZ
LxETDE, LWICEENIERI(ICH LT, ROLSICEHZEFTET B,

-~ _ldx e L,wh
‘ | Ly(x) |

| B
a,(x) = B [; o, (X)

CCTIHESNDIEM I, 2xDF
* ANCXTUTEE LY ITUVDBDICK
EREBHADIHOHDOTULDS
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B Generalized Random Forest
GRFTHW3Tree ZJILJUX A
y EADEEICANSNDTreeZ, TNEND O ZHET DTree UTBRT

D2DOHELETH B,
y FDe. TreeDcriterion functionZLL TD LS ICERET Do

y treeDParent node PICX LT, #HEHFBRDEZO,, 0,ET Do

r A

Z Wy, (0))

X.eP
2

L J

y RIS, TreeDRECK>TPHSERESND T/ —R%ZC,C,ET D,

h'd

<9P, ﬁp> € arg nelin 3
U

y ZDEZE. split criterionz=E %3,

err(C1,Cy) = ) PIX € G| X € PIE[(bc, — 0(X))|X € C)
j=1,2

y CDcriterionZz&/IMET B0 ENE. 0, L0, DEZRKILTDDEITHD
(Proposition 1 of Athey et al. 2019),
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B Generalized Random Forest
GRFTRWATree Z)LJU X A
» ULHAUL. COREIX. splitDE(CELIERE A
DEIKRTIEENTIETRLY,

) ZFIT. BRERspIitZELBIICKRD DA EEIREL VWD, COAER B
ARBYI(C (X, Parent nodeDHEEFEEZHLVT. criterion functionZT{ll9 3%
HETH D,

y BAMICE. UTOEEZHEXRILT DK DRsplitingZ1TD,

FeHEDEDLDD. FIEE

ANK

2

( \
2
~ 1
AC,C — i
(C), &) Z|{i3Xi€Cj}| ZP

p Tf2Us pi=—E"AR Ny ; (0) ER

1

Ap = Ve (O
P X, e P l_:XZe:P ¥,5,(0)

’ Athey et al. (2019)T(E. ZDsplitting criteria&. err(C,, C,)IC KB splitting

criteria hMEYBFHOHDTEENICRETHDZ 2R LTULD,
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B Generalized Random Forest
GRFEEE DT IER S
» GRFICKZ#E=Z(E. Athey et al. (2019)ICKBTheorem 5K D, #TiE
HEZRF DO ENSB AN TLS,

» GRFI(Z. Wager and Athey(2018) DR &k F. RRMEROHEAAD S
HEKEUT, #HTEAHARRADEEZrandom forestz AW TR 72O DA A 7=z
= Y i

» E=RZIC. #8719 B0rthogonal random forest(&. Neyman orthogonality%
JWTHEARRICH U TIXRZNZA DI E T, HESNIBERODET D
ZEZBETHDTH D,
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Causal Tree

» BA
4
4

y SVILTALRAKCKIDARMRDHEE

» Causal forest

» Generalized random forest

) XEOPEFORRERGRE
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BEEOVEFORERE

» AFEFEXTIIRegression Treeh SiEima(F LT, Causal treelcDWTHRAN, #
DEforestN\&Ewzihk L. =& (CGeneralized random forest(C DU\ TEREA
L7,

» Random forestD:AFDBHZEARERSZLVWEDAHD. SEDHSRITNDIII
P, T—IENIASEHREMEZ TS D EB LN,

y Rcl EFETIE, /YUNSKAKNU Y OREEEDHEZ. Neyman
orthogonality(Chernozhukov et al. 2018) ZAHWTITS DA 1 DDEGRICIED
DDOH B,

» Neyman orthogonalityZi@7/z 9 #EHTEIN & [E. nuisance paramter(CB8T 2
Gateaux D' H0ICTRD K S REEAEN TH D,
» —nuisanceDEENCEL>T. HEEAREXADLBENICKVWEWSIHEENDH D,
y COUBZEMALLEAERLE. FIZE
» R-Learner (Nie and Wager, 2020)
» Orthogonal random forest(Oprescu, Syrgkanis and Wu, 2019)

» Hdd,
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