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Figure B.3	 Survey outcomes and matching: Common support
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Appendix C 
Power and validity of the 
instrument 
Table C.1	 First stage of the instrument

ND25Plus NDLP

F- statistic p-value F- statistic p-value

Full sample (administrative outcome)

Non-interacted linear model 11.8 0.001 19.0 0.000

Interacted non-linear model

All Z terms 2.0 0.000 2.3 0.000

Z, Z2, Z3 1.4 0.231 3.8 0.009

XZ interactions 1.7 0.007 2.1 0.000

Survey-eligible sample (survey 
outcome)

Non-interacted linear model 6.1 0.013 10.8 0.001

Interacted non-linear model

All Z terms 2.0 0.000 2.2 0.000

Z, Z2, Z3 1.7 0.157 4.0 0.007

XZ interactions 1.8 0.002 2.1 0.000

Note: Sample sizes for full sample: 7,796 for ND25 Plus and 7,261 for NDLP.

Sample sizes for survey-eligible sample (i.e. sample of both participants and non-participants 
eligible for survey): 7,399 for ND25 Plus and 6,809 for NDLP.

Appendices – Power and validity of the instrument
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Table C.2	 Share of explained variance accounted for by the  
	 instrument in the participation equation (full sample)

Share p-value (Pseudo)-R2

ND25

Logit 12.4 0.001 0.062

Regression 14.0 0.001 0.065

NDLP

Logit 5.8 0.000 0.111

Regression 7.2 0.000 0.122

Note: Sample sizes: see Table C.1.

Table C.3	 Testing part of the exclusion restriction 

ND25 NDLP

F-test p-value F-test p-value

Full sample

Days employed 0.8 0.364 0.5 0.502

Ever employed 0.1 0.731 0.0 0.998

Days on benefits 0.0 0.899 1.4 0.238

Survey-eligible sample

Days employed 1.6 0.201 0.8 0.377

Ever employed 0.0 0.955 0.1 0.796

Days on benefits 0.0 0.915 2.3 0.129

Note: Sample sizes: see Table C.1.
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