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General Comments

Purpose of disaggregating
— Discover mechanisms of action (Theory development)
— Theory testing

— Discover meaningful sub-group effects (size of the effect relative to the main effect is
important)

What is the basis for defining a sub-group?

— Empirical?

— Sociopolitical?

— Self-definitional (e.g., buzzfeed survey)?

— Limits (relative to policy implications)?
Risks in disaggregating

— Misunderstandings of cause and effect.
Policy utilization of disaggregated data research

— In health services research one benchmark against a standard outcome is cost effectiveness
(of an intervention)
— What is the benchmark in determining the meaningfulness of a disaggregation?
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Misunderstandings of cause and effect: For example, if I am trying to discover why certain groups of people might experience different health outcomes, I might look for theoretically meaningful sub-groups that vary along a dimension not related to the causal relationship under consideration. By examining how variations on that dimension are correlated with the outcome, I might develop a conjecture about the mechanism of action. This approach, called instrumentation, is used to solve endogeneity problems, but the theoretical rationale for doing it this way is really anchored in identifying mechanisms of action.


Specific comments

Bi+ in the original survey is self-defined and self-reported
— Male or female dominant family role (related to
caregiving)? Bi-curious?
Sample size (135/1864) is too small to draw any meaningful
conclusions. Effect size?

Bi+ individuals have poorer outcomes but experience less
discrimination. Theory?
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