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Different methods, but same results? A comparison of Causal Forest and
Propensity Score Matching on health disparities between natives and migrants
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Propensity Score
Matching reveals
more variance
between countries

- /

-~

» Integrated approach: PS as covariate
for causal forrest
» Multilevel matching: Allowing for
cross-level interactions to influence PS
/ C Level 2 variables: HDI, GDP, etc. /

~

/
Demographic and
sociodemographic
profiles of migrants
vary over countries

- /

/Causal Forrest\
does a better job
at reducing
unobserved
heterogeneity

\_ = precision

« Participation bias

« Measurement invariance
 Ordinal health measure

* Only individual level data
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