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. didregress (satis) (procedure), group(hospital) time(month)
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Mumber of groups and treatment time

Time wariable: month

Control: procedure = @
Treatment: procedure = 1
Control Treatment

Group

hospital 2B 18
Time

Minimum 1 4

Maximum 1 4
Difference-in-differences regression Number of obs = 7,368

Data type: Repeated cross-sectional

(5td. err. adjusted for 46 clusters in hospital)

Robust
satis | Coefficient std. err. t P>t [95% conf. interwval]
ATET
procedure
(New wvs 01d) .B479BT9 8321121 26.41 .80 . 7833108 912665

Note: ATET estimate adjusted for group effects and time effects.
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Graphical diagnostics for parallel trends
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Parallel-trends test (pretreatment time period)
H8: Linear trends are parallel
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. estat granger
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Granger causality test

HB: No effect in anticipation of treatment

F(2, 45) = .33
Prob > F = ©.7239
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(214, didregress O~ R(Zvce(hc2)F /> a3 v AFERLET,

. didregress (satis) (procedure), group(hospital) time(month) vce(hc2)

® Donald and Lang (2007)1C & 251 =% EA T 21214, aggregate(dlang)+ 7' =
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. didregress (satis) (procedure), group(hospital) time(month) //
aggregate(dlang)
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. didregress (satis) (procedure), group(hospital) time(month) //

aggregate(dlang, varying)
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. didregress (satis) (procedure), group(hospital) time(month) //
wildbootstrap(rseed(111))
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computing 1080 replications
Finding p-wvalue
.................................................. 5%
................................................. 100%
Confidence interwval lower bound
Confidence interwval upper bound
Mumber of groups and treatment time
Time wariable: month
Control: procedure = @
Treatment: procedure = 1
Control  Treatment
Group
hospital 28 18
Time
Minimum 1 4
Maximum 1 4
DID with wild-cluster bootstrap inference Number of obs = 7,368
No. of clusters = 46
Replicaticons = 1,000
Data type: Repeated cross-sectional
Error weight: rademacher
satis | Coefficient t P>|t| [95% conf. interval]
ATET
procedure
(New ws 01d) .B4T9BTI 26.41 0.000 . FB@623T .9157614
Note: ATET estimate adjusted for group effects and time effects.
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